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PREFACE. 


The  Special  Commonwealth  Conference  of  the  Australian 
Labor  party  dealt  with  matters  of  supreme  interest  to  the  move¬ 
ment  throughout  Australia. 

The  Conference,  which  was  the  outcome  of  the  demand  made 
by  authoritative  Labor  organisations  to  have  the  question  of  con¬ 
scription  for  overseas  service  dealt  with  by  the  highest  Federal 
body,  attracted  considerable  attention.  Duly  credentialled  dele¬ 
gates  from  all  the  States  of  Australia  assembled  on  December  4th, 
1916,  at  the  Trades  Hall,  Melbourne,  concluding  the  sittings  on 
December  8th,  having  applied  themselves  to  the  work  in  hand 
with  diligence  and  despatch. 

There  is  no  need  for  me  here  to  review  the  work  which  was 
carried  out  by  those  in  attendance.  The  question  of  conscription 
was  pronounced  upon  in  definite  terms,  and  the  decision  of  the 
Conference  emphasised  in  unmistakable  terms  the  abhorrence  of 
organised  Labor  to  the  shackles  of  militarism,  with  which  a  free 
people  had  been  threatened. 

By  the  decision  of  the  President — a  view  which  was  strongly 
supported  by  a  big  majority  of  delegates — only  the  questions  upon 
which  the  Conference  had  been  convened  came  within  the  imme¬ 
diate  jurisdiction  of  the  gathering.  All  other  matters,  therefore, 
became  of  a  recommendatory  character,  and  will  be  subject  to 
consideration  by  the  Commonwealth  Conference  of  the  Australian 
Labor  party,  which  it  is  proposed  to  hold  in  Western  Australia 
about  June,  1917. 


ARCH.  STEWART,  Secretary. 
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QELEGATES  TO  CONFERENCE. 


NEW  SOUTH  WALES. 

P.  ADLER. 

J.  BAILEY. 

A.  BLAKELEY. 

SENATOR  A.  GARDINER. 
T.  D.  MUTCH. 

A.  RAE. 

QUEENSLAND. 

W.  H.  DEMAINE. 

W.  J.  DUNSTAN, 

J.  LARCOMBE,  M.L.A. 

M.  McCABE. 
l.  McDonald. 

J.  PAGE,  M.H.R. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 
R.  J.  BURCHELL,  M.H.R. 
J.  CORNELL,  M.L.C. 

H.  C.  GIBSON. 

J.  LUTEY. 

SENATOR  P.  J.  LYNCH. 
A.  McCALLUM. 


VICTORIA. 

T.  C.  CAREY. 

R.  H  GILL. 

E.  J.  HOLLOWAY. 

J.  McNEILL. 

J.  H.  SCULLIN. 

A.  STEWART. 

SOUTH  AUSTRALIA. 

C.  R.  BAKER. 

T.  BUTTERFIELD.  M.H.A. 
J  L.  CAVANAGH. 

J.  GUNN,  M.H.A. 

T.  GREALEY. 

L.  L.  HILL,  M.H.A. 

TASMANIA. 

J.  BELTON,  M.H.A. 
SENATOR  J.  GUY. 

E.  DWYER  TRAY. 
SENATOR  D.  J.  O’KEEFE. 
SENATOR  R.  K.  READY. 

B.  WATKINS,  M.H.A. 


OPENING  PROCEEDINGS. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Gill,  seconded  by 
Mr.  Carey,  Mr.  E.  J.  Holloway,  president 
of  the  Political  Labor  Council  of  Vic¬ 
toria  was  appointed  president  of  the  Con¬ 
ference. 

(At  a  later  stage  Mr.  W.  H.  Demalne 
^was  chosen  as  vice-president.) 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Stewart,  second¬ 
ed  by  Mr.  Carey,  Mr.  D.  L.  McNamara 
/y  was  appointed  minute  secretary. 

§  Mr.  Gill  moved  that  only  accredited 
delegates  attend  the  Conference. 

.U  Mr.  Adler  moved  an  amendment, 
^"seconded  by  Senator  Guy,  that  duly- 
accredited  members  of  the  Labor  party  be 
^  admitted  to  Conference  on  the  recom- 
mendation  of  two  accredited  delegates. 

Discussion  ensued. 


A  point  of  order  was  raised  against 
Senator  Lynch  being  allowed  to  discuss 
the  advisability  of  the  admittance  of  the 
press  at  that  stage. 

The  president  ruled  that  Senator  Lynch 
was  in  order. 

Messrs.  Cavanagh  and  Carey  moved 
that  the  president’s  ruling  be  disagreed 
with. 

After  discussion,  the  ruling  was  upheld, 
and  the  amendment  by  Messrs.  Adler  and 
Guy  was  carried. 

Mr.  Cornell  asked,  in  view  of  the 
motion,  which  had  been  carried,  could, 
for  instance,  two  members  of  the  Con¬ 
ference  recommend  two  W.A.  unionists 
to  be  present? 

The  President:  Any  member  of  P.L.C’s. 
or  unions  can  be  admitted  on  the  recom- 


mendation  of  two  bona-fide  delegates  of 
the  Conference. 

Mr.  McNeill  moved,  and  Mr.  Dunstan 
seconded,  that  only  the  Labor  press  be 
admitted  to  the  Conference. 

Mr.  Cornell  moved,  and  Senator  Lynch 
seconded,  as  an  amendment,  that  the 
whole  of  the  press  be  admitted. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  J.  M.  Mackay  was  appointed  as 
official  reporter  and  the  president  and 
secretary  (Mr.  Stewart)  were  empowered 
to  supply  reports  to  newspapers  not 
represented  at  Conference. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  following  committees  were  ap¬ 
pointed:-. 

Credentials — Messrs.  Bailey.  Baker, 
Carey,  Dunstan,  McCallum  and  O’Keefe. 

Agenda— Messrs.  Gunn,  Lutey,  Mutch, 
McDonald,  Ready  and  Scullin. 

Mr.  Cavanagh  said  that  he  desired  to 
ask  what  was  the  position  of  any  dele¬ 
gate  who  belonged  to  a  party  acting  in 
opposition  to  Labor  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Gill:  Can  a  delegate  sit  who  is  not 
a  member  of  the  Australian  Labor 
party? 

The  President:  Should  the  Credentials 
Committee  declare  there  are  men  on  the 
Conference  who  are  not  members  of  the 
Australian  Labor-  party,  I  would  rule 
that  such  delegates  had  no  longer  a  right 
to  be  here. 

Senator  Lynch:  And  I  would  challenge 
your  ruling  quick  and  lively. 

Mr.  Cornell:  If  a  State  is  financial,  and 
its  delegates  are  duly  credentialled  by 
the  governing  body  of  that  State,  would 
the  members  of  the  Credentials  Commit¬ 
tee  have  any  right  to  question  such  cre¬ 
dentials? 

Mr.  Scullin:  That  would  be  a  matter 
for  Conference. 

Senator  O’Keefe:  I  take  it  that  the 
procedure  is  for  the  Credentials  Commit¬ 
tee  to  bring  in  their  report,  and  it  is  for 
Conference  to  deal  with  it  or  matters 
arising  therefrom. 

The  President:  That  is  my  own  view. 

Mr.  Gill:  Well,  I  would  like  to  suggest 
that  it  should  be  an  instruction  to  the 
Credentials  Committee  to  admit  only 
the  delegates  who  are  members  of  the 
Australian  Labor  party. 

Mr.  McNeill:  Such  an  instruction  would 
be  out  of  order.  It  i(s  a  question  for 
Conference. 

Mr.  McDonald  moved  that  the  Stand¬ 
ing  Orders  be  (with  the  exception  of 
night  sittings)  the  same  as  those  of  the 
Sixth  Commonwealth  Conference  at 
Adelaide. 

Senator  Gardiner  seconded  the  motion, 
which  was  carried. 


VARIOUS  MATTERS. 

Mr.  McCallum  asked  whether  the 
Credentials  Committee  would  have  the 
right  to  go  into  the  financial  position  of 
the  States  represented  at  the  Conference. 

Mr.  Scullin  said  that  that  matter 
should  either  come  up  at  the  report  stage 
or  later  in  the  Conference. 

Mr.  Adler  said  that  it  was  no  use  pro¬ 
ceeding  further  with  the  business  of 
Conference  until  Conference  had  been 
formally  constituted.  One  or  two 
delegates  had  yet  to  arrive,  and 
it  was  desirable  to  adjourn  soon 
so  as  to  allow  the  committees  ap¬ 
pointed  to  carry  out  their  work. 

A  letter  was  read  from  Mr.  David 
Watkins,  secretary  of  the  Australian 
Labor  party  in  the  Federal  Parliament, 
asking  that  a  deputation  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  party  to  consult  with 
Conference  on  the  ^jiture  welfare  of  the 
Labor  movement. 

It  was  agreed  to  receive  the  deputation 
on  the  following  day. 

Conference,  which  met  at  2.30  p.m.,  ad¬ 
journed  at  4  p.m.  till  10  o’clock  on  the 
following  day. 


SECOND  DAY. 

Conference  resumed  on  Tuesday 
December  5,  at  10  a.m.  President  Hollo¬ 
way  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  Dunstan  reported  on  behalf  of  the 
Credentials  Committee  that  all  the 
credentials  of  delegates  had  been 
examined,  and  were  found  to  be  in  order. 

On  fhe  motion  of  Mr.  Stewart,  seconded 
by  Mr.  McNeill,  the  report  of  the  Cre¬ 
dentials  Committee  was  adopted. 

LABOR  PRINCIPLES. 

Mr.  Scullin  moved: 

“That,  as  compulsory  overseas  mili¬ 
tary  service  is  opposed  to  the  prin¬ 
ciples  embodied  in  the  Australian 
Labor  party’s  platform,  all  Federal 
members  who1  have  supported  compul¬ 
sory  overseas  military  service,  or  who 
are  members  of  any  other  political 
party,  are  hereby  expelled  from  the 
Australian  Labor  movement.’ 

Mr.  Scullin  said  that  the  pledge  of  the 
Australian  Labor  party  asked  that  a 
man  should  conform  to  the  principles  of 
that  party,  and  anyone  who  had  not . 
carried  out  the  principles  should  no 
longer  be  allowed  to  be  a  member  of  that 
party.  Whether  the  exact  words  were 
on  the  platform  or  not  was  merely  a 
quibble,  because  there  was  no  doubt  as  ' 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Labor  movement  on 
this  subject.  It  was  only  necessary  to 
take  the  debates  on  the  Defence  Act, 
when  the  principle  of  overseas  compul¬ 
sion  was  sought  to  be  introduced.  There 
was  not  a  man  inside  the  party  who 
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would  accept  that  proposition.  Had  Labor 
desired  to  accept  overseas  service,  Labor 
members  would  have  said  so.  The  Citi¬ 
zens’  Defence  Force  was  quite  another 
matter — laid  down  for  the  defence  of 
Australia  and  not  for  overseas  service  at 
all.  He  was  in  Parliament  when  com¬ 
pulsory  military  training-  was  brought 
in,  but  that  was  brought  in  for  the  de¬ 
fence  of  Australia.  It  was  the  corollary 
of  home  defence,  and  not  overseas  mili¬ 
tary  service.  It  had  been  urged  by  some 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  plat¬ 
form  against  overseas  service,  but  the 
spirit  of  the  Labor  movement  should  be 
remembered  always.  To  those  who  had 
urged  this  objection  he  would  say  that 
there  was  nothing  on  the  platform 
against  adult  suffrage - 

Mr.  Rae:  Nor  against  chattel  slavery, 
•either. 

Mr.  Cornell:  Or  despotic  rule. 

Mr.  Scullin:  No,  nor  such  as  they  had 
had  from  Mr.  William  Morris  Hughes  in 
the  matter  of  despotic  rule. 

Senator  Lynch:  What  about  the  cen¬ 
sorship  in  the  Labor  papers? 

DEALING  WITH  THE  ISSUE. 

Mr.  Scullin:  The  censorship  which  had 
been  imposed  upon  Labor  papers  during 
the  recent  campaign  would  not  have 
been  tolerated  in  Russia.  He  had  had 
experience  in  his  own  office  of  censorship 
conditions  when  word  would  come  from 
headq  uarte^s  that  something  or  other  was 
not  to  go  in.  Regarding  the  motion  now 
before  the  chair  he  desired  to  say  that 
no  man  could  sneak  away  from  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  the  movement  merely  because 
something  was  not  written  down  in  black 
and  white.  This  Conference  now  as¬ 
sembled  could  deal  with  the  issue.  The 
whole  history  of  the  Labor  movement  had 
been  against  militarism,  and  militarism 
had  been  sought  to  be  introduced  by  com¬ 
pulsory  overseas  service.  Any  man  en¬ 
tering  the  Labor  movement  with  the  true 
principles  of  the  movement  at  heart  knew 
what  compulsory  overseas  service  meant — 

Mr.  Burchell:  Some  have  already  been 
•executed. 

Mr.  Scullin:  Any  man  violating  the  fun¬ 
damental  principles  of  the  movement 
might  expect  to  be  executed.  He  saw 
around  him  men  who  had  borne  the  heat 
-and  burden  of  the  da.y - - 

Senator  Lynch:  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  Scullin:  But  that  did  not  extend  to 
them  the  license  to  break  the  principles 
of  the  movement. 

Mr.  Burchell:  There  are  some  mush¬ 
rooms  here. 

RIGHT  OF  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  Scullin:  Personally,  he  was  not  of 
mushroom  growth  in  the  movement.  He 
was  moving  in  this  matter  so  that  the 
whole  issue  could  he  made  clear.  They 


had  been  told  that  State  organisations 
had  no  right  to  do  this  and  do  that,  but 
the  whole  of  the  credentials  received  had 
come  through  the  State  organisations. 

That  meant  that  all  who  were  there 
abided  by  what  was  taking  place.  Whilst 
he  would  be  opposed  to  refusing  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  credentials  of  anyone  if  they 
were  in  order,  he  would  like  it  to  be  dis¬ 
tinctly  understood  that  he  claimed  that 
the  Conference  had  a  perfect  right  to 
say  that  those  who  had  violated  funda¬ 
mental  principles  should  be  expelled  from 
the  movement. 

Mr.  Stewart  seconded  the  motion. 

QUESTION  OF  REPRESENTATION. 

Senator  Gardiner  opposed.  He  said  that 
if  delegates  were  accepted  at  a  Confer¬ 
ence  they  should  not  be  expelled  for 
something  they  might  have  done  in  the 
past.  Whilst  not  meaning  it  offensively, 
he  would  say  that  there  might  be  good 
grounds  for  expelling  Messrs.  Lynch  a.nd 
Burchell  from  the  Conference - 

Mr.  Scullin:  But  this  means  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Australian  Labor  party. 

Senator  Gardiner:  But  does  that  not 
mean  this  Conference? 

Mr.  Scullin:  If  the  motion  is  carried 
they  should  leave  Conference  in  that 
case. 

Senator  Gardiner  said  that  the  whole 
question  of  the  representation  of  the 
States  was  involved  in  the  motion.  He 
would  allow  representation  to  whatever 
delegation  a  State  sent  along. 

Mr.  Scullin:  If  the  motion  is  carried 
Conference  can  decide  what  is  to  be  done 
with  those  whom  the  resolution  embraces. 

Senator  Gardiner:  They  should  bear  in 
mind  that  whilst  the  present  resolution 
hit  Western  Australia  to-day,  it  might 
hit  New  South  Wales  to-morrow,  or  Vic¬ 
toria  the  day  after  that. 

NO  EXPEDIENCY. 

Mr.  Blakeley  supported  the  motion.  Con¬ 
ference,  he  said,  should  not  take  up  any 
attitude  of  expediency  or  do  anything 
that  was  palpably  rotten.  In  New  South 
Wales  methods  of  expediency  had  been 
resorted  to,  with  the  ultimate  result 
that  they  had  had  to  expel  a 
large  number  of  Labor  men  in 
order  to  get  a  good  party.  If  they 
did  not  have  a  proper  party,  of  what 
good  was  it  to  the  workers?  To  his  mind 
it  was  far  better  to  have  half  a  dozem 
real  Labor  men  in  opposition  than  a 
whole  Government  in  power  if  there  was 
no  attempt  being  made  to .  put  Labor 
principles  into  effect.  He  believed  that 
there  would  be  trouble  in  Western  Aus¬ 
tralia — 

Senator  Lynch:  There  will  be  no 
trouble  in  Western  Australia.  Make  no 
mistake  about  that. 

Mr.  Blakeley:  Senator  Lynch  might  win  * 
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to-day,  but  how  long  would  it  last?  The 
sooner  they  realised  that  for  anyone  to 
fall  into  line  a  jolt  might  be  necessary 
the  better.  That  applied  to  States  as 
well  as  individuals.  It  was  no  use  Con¬ 
ference  thinking  that  as  soon  as  Con¬ 
ference  was  over  there  would  be  a  solid 
party  in  the  West.  That  would  not  be 
so  for  some  time  to  come,  and  the  posi¬ 
tion  should  be  realised. 

OVERSEAS  CONSCRIPTION. 

Mr.  Rae  agreed  with  the  sentiments  of 
the  mover  of  the  motion  and  the  last 
speaker.  He  did  not,  however,  concur 
fully  with  the  form  in  which  the  resolu¬ 
tion  had  been  tabled.  Whilst  saying  that, 
he  wanted  it  to  be  thoroughly  understood 
that  he  could  not  believe  that  any  man 
knowing  the  foundation  of  democracy 
would  support  overseas  conscription,  and 
the  Labor  movement  should  have  no  time 
for  those  who  had  advocated  it.  The 
duty  of  this  Conference  was  to  lay  down 
clearly  that  overseas  conscription  was  op¬ 
posed  to  the  fundamental  principles  of 
Labor.  He  did  not  think  there  would  be 
any  doubt  upon  that  point,  but  the  posi¬ 
tion  in  Western  Australia  was  somewhat 
different.  Either  the  organisations  had 
endorsed  or  failed  to  condemn  conscrip¬ 
tion,  and  should  there  be  punishment  for 
a  sin  before  declaration  was  made?  On 
the  other  hand,  he  would  have  no  hesi¬ 
tation  whatever  in  expelling  those  who 
had  joined  another  political  party. 

A  FIRM  STAND. 

Mr.  Adler  considered  that  it  was  only 
because  New  South  Wales  took  a  firm 
stand  in  this  matter  that  they  had  the 
position  of  to-day.  It  was  no  use  flinch¬ 
ing.  If  they  were  not  going  to  expel 
Senator  Lynch  and  Mr.  Burchell,  why 
expel  Mr.  Hughes? 

Mr.  Rae:  Mr.  Hughes  would  not  agree 
with  what  his  State  said. 

Mr.  Adler:  The  New  South  Wales  or¬ 
ganisations  stood  behind  the  action  which 
had  been  taken.  The  leagues  in  Mr. 
Hughes'  own  electorate  followed  up  the 
attitude  taken  towards  Mr.  Hughes.  The 
responsibility  was  on  this  Conference  of 
endorsing  what  had  been  done  by  the 
State  organisations.  As  a.n  operation  had 
to  be  performed,  they  should  cut  deep 
so  that  there  would  be  no  need  for  a 
repetition  of  the  operation.  It  had  to 
come  now  or  later  on.  He  said,  “Let  it 
bo  now.” 

CONSTITUTION  OF  CONFERENCE. 

Senator  Lynch  regretted  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  occasion  had  arisen  in  the  history 
of  the  Labor  movement,  but  it  had  been 
quite  clear  from  recent  happenings  that 
something  of  the  kind  was  inevitable. 
Nevertheless,  he  had  come  there  with  the 


express  intention  of  trying  to  effect  a  re¬ 
union  of  Labor - 

Senator  O'Keefe:  You  should  have  taken 
that  stand  last  week. 

Senator  Lynch:  As  Labor  had  some 
pretensions  to  order  and  intellectuality 
he  submitted  that  a  Conference  of  this 
kind  could  only  be  called  by  proper 
authority.  If  delegates  had  read  their 
rules  and  constitution  they  would  see 
there  wa.s  only  one  way  of  convening  a 
conference,  and  he  desired  to  enter  his 
protest  with  all  emphasis  that  this 
gathering  was  not  properly  called  to¬ 
gether — 

Mr.  Rae:  Well,  then,  why  attend  it? 
Senator  Lynch:  He  was  there  as  the 
accredited  representative  of  Western  Aus¬ 
tralian  organisations.  There  was  in  the 
present  motion  a.  proposition  for  the  ex¬ 
pulsion  of  himself  and  his  colleague.  He 
hoped  that  Conference,  however,  would 
not  stop  merely  at  the  expulsion  of  a 
few  individuals,  but  would  “go  the  whole- 
hog.”  But  Conference  was  not  apparently 
prepared  to  do  that,  but  wanted  to  vent 
spite  and  spleen  on  men  who  had  the 
courage  to  express  their  convictions. 
There  was  a  time  when  they  had  leaders 
in  the  Labor  movement — leaders  upon 
whose  actions  rested  the  destiny  of  hun¬ 
dreds  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people.  Where  were  those  leaders  to-day? 
Mr.  Mutch:  ,ln  the  ranks  of  the  enemy. 

A  POINT  OF  ORDER. 

Senator  Lynch:  Those  leaders  stood 
with  him,  and  had  stood  to  their  guns. 
In  the  West - 

Mr.  Rae:  They  prostituted  democracy. 
Senator  Lynch:  In  the  East  they  had’ 
scabbed  on  their  rules  and  constitution. 
Contemptible  scabs! 

Mr.  Mutch  rose  to  a  point  of  order. 
Senator  Lynch  said  he  would  withdra-w 
provided  Mr.  Rae  withdrew  also. 

Mr.  Rae:  Senator  Lynch  stated  that 
men  in  the  Eastern  States  had  scabbed  on 
the  constitution.  I  say  that  men  in  the 
West  had  prostituted  democracy. 

Senator  Lynch:  I  withdraw  the  refe¬ 
rence  of  scabbing  to  anyone  here. 

Mr.  Rae:  And  I  withdraw  my  reference 
to  the  same  extent. 

THE  SUPREME  BODY. 

Senator  Lynch,  continuing,  said  that  if 
there  was  a  faint  hope  of  a.  reunion,  even 
at  this  eleventh  hour  and  fifty-ninth 
minute,  he  would  like  it  to  take  place. 
This  was  the  supreme  body.  What  was 
to  be  done  with  those  who  had  usurped 
Conference’s  functions?  He  protested  that 
he  had  violated  no  principle,  but  he  also 
protested  against  State  Executives  vio¬ 
lating  every  rule.  He  would  go  before 
the  country  and  expose  those  who  were 
running  the  movement  to  disruption.  The 
present  position  might  not  be  in  vain  if 


it  ridded  the  movement  of  its  dross— the 
Johnny-come-Lately’s — with  the  truth  in 
their  hearts  and  t.he  lie  on  theA  lips — 
and  thus  get  the  Labor  movement  back 
to  the  pristine  spirit,  the  pioneering  spirit 
which  had  made  it.  Such  an  action  as 
this  he  deplored  when  the  Continent  was 
rocking.  Where  would  White  Australia 
be  if  the  Allies  went  down?  He  had  come 
that  day  with  an  olive  branch - 

A  Delegate:  A  shillelagh! 

Senator  Lynch:  He  represented  the 
miners  of  North  Coolgardie,  good  virile 
men,  who  had  blazed  the  track  for  demo¬ 
cracy.  To-day  in  the  Labor  movement 
trickery  was  rampant,  with  men  in  it 
who  wanted  the  jobs  of  those  who  were 
in  Parliament - 

Mr.  Mutch:  And  what  job  did  you  get? 

THE  SPIRIT  OF  LIBERTY. 

Senator  Lynch  said  he  had  got  the  job 
he  deserved.  And  a  good  man,  too.  But 
he  had  not  obtained  that  job  by  scheming 
for  it,  asking  for  it  or  raising  a  hand  or 
■finger  to  obtain  it  for  himself.  It  would 
seem  that  they  had  come  to  the  parting 
of  the  ways.  Still,  if  he  were  going  to 
the  guillotine  he  would  go  in  the  spirit 
of  liberty - 

,Mr.  Carey:  “Liberty?” 

Senator  Lynch:  Yes.  This  Labor  move¬ 
ment  came  into  existence  not  only  for 
freedom,  but  more  freedom  and  yet  more 
freedom.  Because  he  and  others  had  dif¬ 
fered  from  some  people  they  were  to  be  put 
•outside  the  movement.  But  he  would  say 
again  that  the  men  who  stood  with  him 
had  done  something  for  Labor;  and  yet 
there  were  parasites  who  would  talk 
about  them.  Again  he  hoped  that  all  this 
would  bring  the  proper  spirit  into  the 
movement,  and  do  away  with  all  those 
who  were  filled  to  the  eyelids  with  the 
•consuming  ambition  to  get  Parliamentary 
positions. 

THE  PATH  OF  DUTY. 

Respectng  his  own  position,  he  would 
say  that  nothing  done  by  this  Con¬ 
ference  or  said  by  his  dearest  friend  would 
make  him  waver  by  one  hair's  breadth 
from  his  path  of  duty.  Because  he  and 
others  had  opinions  to  safeguard  this 
country  of  ours  in  the  most  effectual  way 
possible,  there  was  all  this  talk  of  plat¬ 
forms  and  tinpot  principles - 

Mr.  Carey:  “Tinpot  principles?” 

Senator  Lynch:  Yes,  “tinpot,”  compared 
with  the  safety  of  Australia,  and  when 
we  don’t  know  where  we  a-re  in  this  great 
conflict.  There  were  men  who  gave  their 
opinions  and  wanted  Australia  to  put  for¬ 
ward  the,  best  effort,  and  they  had  to 
meet  tyranny  for  doing  so.  Confound 
such  tyranny!  The  best  of  men  who  had 
led  in  social  and  economic  reform  had 
been  persecuted  in  the  past.  Delegates 
were  on  the  fringe  of  that  persecution 


now,  and  would  try  and  get  those  who 
disagreed  with  them  down  to  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  “poor  dog  Tray.” 

NO  SURRENDER. 

No  sooner  had  Labor  attained  to  the 
proud  position  of  pre-eminence  in  the  af¬ 
fairs  of  the  country,  then  lo!  the  seeds 
of  dissolution  were  amongst  them.  For 
his  own  part  he  would  never  surrender. 
He  had  heard  someone  interject  that  the 
Labor  movement  had  been  betrayed  by 
him.  He  had  done  more  than  ever  the 
interjector  and  others  had  for  the  move¬ 
ment;  and  yet  he  was  told  he  had  be¬ 
trayed  it.  The  damned  effrontery  of  such 
a  statement! 

Mr.  Rae:  You  wave  your  olive  branch 
like  a  shillelagh. 

Senator  Lynch  said  he  felt  incensed  at 
such  a  statement,  and  could  not  pretend 
to  be  pleased.  They  had  dared  to  heap 
contumely  on  him  for  being  a  conscrip- 
tionist  when  the  Sydney  Labor  crowd  had 
endeavored  to  enlist  the  sympathies  of 
Lord  Northcliffe  of  the  “Times” — Lord 
Northcliffe,  the  arch-conscriptionist  of  the 
day.  Let  delegates  not  think  this  was 
his  swansong.  He  was  gc'ng  to  continue 
in  Parliament,  and  the  time  might  come 
when  those  who  decried  Lynch  might  go 
to  him  for  assistance.  These  proceedings 
came  as  a  bad  commentary  on  the  move¬ 
ment.  Seemingly  the  time  of  tyranny 
had  arrived.  He  was  hopeful  there  might 
be  reconciliation,  but  if  it  did  not  come 
he  was  not  going  to  sacrifice  his  inde¬ 
pendence  for  any  man. 

AS  TO  THE  OLIVE  BRANCH. 

Mr.  Carey  felt  that  if  Senator  Lynch 
had  come  to  Conference  with  an  olive 
branch  it  was  in  rather  a  crumpled  con¬ 
dition  now.  Reference  had  been  made  by 
Senator  Lynch  to  his  name  being  “Carey.” 
It  was  true  that  there  was  an  Irishman 
named  Carey  who  had  done  something 
very  bad,  but  that  man  was  no  relation 
of  his,  and,  thank  Heaven,  he  (the 
speaker)  stood  along  with  a  majority  of 
Irishmen  in  the  fight  for  liberty.  He  had 
not  disgraced  the  name  of  Carey,  but  he 
considered  that  Senator  Lynch  had  dis¬ 
graced  the  name  of  Lynch  though.  The 
spirit  of  Labor  was  embodied  in  “no  con¬ 
scription,”  whilst  the  essence  of  those 
who  were  opposed  to  Labor  was  made  up 
of  pro-conscription.  So  much  for  that. 
Senator  Lynch  came  to'  Conference  and 
talked  a  good  deal  about  the  illegal 
things  thaJt  had  been  done,  but  notwith¬ 
standing  all  this,  the  Senator  was  de¬ 
sirous  of  making  a  compromise  because 
he  did  not  want  to  be  dismissed  from 
the  service  of  Labor.  In  one  breath  he 
had  talked  of  compromise  and  the  olive 
branch,  and  in  the  next  there  was  a  shout 
from  him  of  “no  surrender.”  Senator 
Lynch  had  talked  of  what  he  had  done. 
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Whore  was  he  when  regulations  were 
being  passed  designed  with  the  object  of 
intimidating  young  men  at  the  ballot  box? 
Senator  Lynch,  who  had  done  so  much 
for  Labor,  had  found  himself  surely  on 
strange  platforms  when  he  was  speaking 
in  company  with  men  like  Sir  William 
Irvine  and  Mr.  William  Watt.  How 
readily  had  come  the  retort  from  the 
Senator  to  an  inter  jeotor  about  “stump 
speeches”  and  Yarra  Bank.  Personally, 
as  a  Labor  man,  he  (Mr.  Carey)  would 
prefer  to  address  an  audience  on  the 
Yarra  Bank  than  such  an  audience  as 
gathered  round  the  banquetting  table  of 
the  Lord  Mayor— an  audience  made  up 
mostly  of  men  who  all  their  lives  had 
fought  Labor  and  its  democratic  ad¬ 
vance.  Senator  Lynch’s  olive  branch  had 
been  likened  to  a  shillelagh.  It  was  not 
much  of  a  shillelagh  anyhow,  but  was 
more  like  a  flail  which  thrashed  round 
and  hit  nobody.  Senator  Lynch  talked  of 
making  terms  and  no  surrender  at  the 
same  time.  But  the  Senator  was  not  the 
keeper  of  the  conscience  of  the  Labor 
movement.  ‘‘It  is  the  torch  that  the 
people  follow,  whoever  the  leader  may 
be.”  Labor  was  a  movement  of  earnest 
men  and  women  endeavoring  to  translate 
into  action  and  make  articulate  the  demo¬ 
cratic  aspirations  of  the  people  of  Aus¬ 
tralia. 

THE  POSITION  IN  W.A. 

Mr.  McCallum  desired  to  mention  at  the 
outset  that  the  Melbourne  “Argus”  had 
described  him  as  a  conscriptionist.  He 
was  an  anti-conscriptionist,  and  so  were 
Messrs.  Lutey  and  Gibson.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  he  was  an  uncompromising-  op¬ 
ponent  of  conscription.  As  to  the  posi¬ 
tion  in  Western  Australia.,  he  would  like 
Conference  to  bear  with  him  somewhat 
whilst  he  explained  matters.  As  general 
secretary  of  the  Australian  Labor  Federa¬ 
tion  in  the  West,  his  aim  was  to  keep  the 
Labor  party  with  the  Labor  party,  and 
not  have  them  over  with  the  new  brand 
of  the  movement  which  had  sprung  up 
lately.  As  a  result  of  his  travels  a.n'd  in¬ 
quiries  in  the  Eastern  States  during  the 
last  few  months,  he  was  quite  satisfied 
that  the  Labor  organisations  were  strongly 
behind  the  Executives  in  the  attitude 
taken  against  conscription.  In  the  West 
the  position  was  quite  different.  The  Kal- 
goorlie  Conference,  which  was  fully  re¬ 
presentative  of  the  movement,  decided  to 
give  the  Parliamentarians  a  free  hand  on 
the  conscription  issue.  Expressing  his 
own  personal  view,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  how  a  Labor  Conference  could 
come  to  such  a  decision,  but,  none  the 
less,,  it  did  so.  That  being  so,  he  failed 
to  see  how  the  present  Conference  could 
blame  W.A.  Labor  members  for  doing 
what  the  State  Conference  allowed  them 
to  do,  Mr.  Scullin’s  motion  was  tanta¬ 


mount  to  asking  Western  Australia  to 
turn  a  double  somersault,  practically  ask¬ 
ing  for  the  expulsion  of  men  for  doing 
that  which  they  were  allowed  to  do. 

THE  RANK  AND  FILE. 

Mr.  Scullin:  If  they  did  something  which 
we  believe  was  detrimental  to  the  in¬ 
terests  of  Labor,  what  other  decision 
would  you  have  us  arrive  at? 

Mr.  McCallum:  The  matter  could  be 
safely  left  to  the  rank  and  file  to  handle 
when  the  time  for  selection  came. 

Mr.  Dunstan:  What  about  joining 

another  party  ? 

Mr.  McCallum:  That  is  another  ques¬ 
tion  altogether.  He  asked  that  the  Labor 
organisations  in  the  West  should  not  be 
driven  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Hughes  and 
his  crowd. 

Senator  Lynch:  Why  “Hughes  and  his 
crowd?” 

Mr.  McCallum  said  he  would  repudiate 
Mr.  Hughes,  and  he  would  like  to  know 
how  a  man  could  be  a  Labor  man  and 
follow  Mr.  Hughes  now.  State  Conferences 
in  the  East  had  laid  it  down  that  mem¬ 
bers  should  not  support  conscription.  In 
defiance  of  that  a  number  of  Labor  mem¬ 
bers  went  out  and  they  had  been  dealt 
with.  The  position  was  not  ana.lagous  in 
the  West  at  all,  and  he  hoped  that  some 
decision  would  be  arrived  at  respecting 
Western  Australia  which  would  not  put 
the  State  Congress  in  a.  false  position. 
The  motion  now  before  them  he  found 
impossible  to  support. 

A  MENACE  TO  THE  MOVEMENT. 

Mr.  Cavanagh  remarked  that  Senator 
Lynch  had  seen  fit  to  cast  aspersions  on 
young  men  because  they  were  young  men, 
but,  proportionate  to  his  years,  he  had 
been  as  long  in  the  Labor  movement  as 
had  Senator  Lynch.  He  came  from  .a 
State  which  by  nearly  30,000  majority  had 
passed  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in 
Messrs.  Lynch  and  Co.  These  men  whom 
the  motion  covered  voluntarily  left  the 
Labor  party  and  formed  a  new  party, 
which  was  a  greater  menace  than 
straight-out  opponents  like  Cook  and  Co. 
If  there  was  a  section  in  Western  Aus¬ 
tralia  which  supported  the  Hughes  party, 
he  Considered  that  the  sooner  they  left 
the  party  the  better.  In  his  opinion  it 
was  just  as  bad  for  Senator  Lynch  to  be 
there  with  them  that  day  as  it  would  be 
for  Mr.  Cook.  Senator  Lynch  was  a  dis¬ 
credited  man  who  had  sold  the  movement. 
As  an  Irish-Australian  he  was  sorry 
Senator  Lynch  had  left  Ireland.  , 

(Applause  from  the  gallery). 

Senator  Lynch:  Ah,  you  have  got  the 
Grattan  mob  up  there. 

A  point  of  order  being,  raised,  Senator 
Lynch  withdrew'  the  expression. 
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ARROGATING  AUTHORITY. 

Mr.  Cornell,  M.L.C.,  stated  that  when 
he  had  come  to  Melbourne  he  was  ap¬ 
palled  at  the  cold  reception  extended  to 
him  in  Labor  circles  on  account  of  the 
attitude  he  had  assumed.  He  wanted  to 
enter  his  protest  at  the  procedure  which 
had  been  followed  in  Conference.  The 
credentials  from  his  State  had  been  found 
entirely  in  order,  and  on  top  of  that  a 
motion  was  launched  cutting-  at  the  root 
of  State  representation,  and  practically 
laying  it  down  who  should  or  should  not 
represent  it.  Whatever  the  verdict  might 
be,  he  would  not  continue  in  Conference 
if  there  was  one  delegate  objecting;  but 
he  wished  to  make  it  clear  that  Confer¬ 
ence  could  not  arrogate  to  itself  to  say 
who  should  be  there,  provided  everything 
in  the  matter  of,  representation  was  with¬ 
in  the  ambit  of  jurisdiction.  Mr.  Scullin 
said  in  effect  by  his  motion  that  he  (Mr. 
Cornell),  because  of  conscription  views, 
had  no  right  to  be  in  the  Labor  move¬ 
ment,  yet  he  could  claim  to  have  done 
his  State  some  service  in  the  Labor  move¬ 
ment,  and  for  nothing  as  far  as  payment 
was  concerned.  All  his  life  he  had  been 
an  anti-conscriptionist— until  the  Referen¬ 
dum  contest  came  along.  So  opposed  was 
he  to  conscription  that  he  had  even  been 
against  it  for  home  defence,  and  as  late 
as  12  months  ago  had  moved  against  con¬ 
scription  in  the  House  of  Troglodytes,  of 
which  he  was  a  member. 

Mr.  McNeill.  Why  the  change? 

EQUALITY  OF  SACRIFICE. 

Mr.  Cornell;  Well,  they  were  in  a  war 
— not  of  their  own  making — and  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  if  they  were  to 
continue  in  it  the  sacrifices  must  be  equal. 
He  had  convinced  himself  that  equality 
of  sacrifice  could  only  be  forthcoming  by 
compulsion,  and  for  choice  under  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  a  Labor  Government. 
When  Mr.  McCallum  broke  down  in 
health,  he  (Mr.  Cornell)  had  been  unani¬ 
mously  chosen  to  relieve  him.  Those 
duties  he  had  endeavored  to  perform 
faithfully  and  conscientiously.  At  the 
Kalgoorlie  Congress,  representing  21,000 
unionists,  he  had  acted  as  secretary,  and 
had  there  made  his  declaration  in  favor 
of  conscription.  Many  polticia.ns  did  not 
so  declare  at  that  time.  He  had  been 
threatened  with  ex-communication,  but 
he  had  said — “You  heard  me  make  my 
declaration.  Were  I  to  change  now,  would 
I  not  be  worthy  of  being  despised?’’  Be¬ 
cause  he  believed  it  right  he  had  taken 
this  course,  and  others,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  were  free  to  do  as  they  chose. 
The  A.L.F.  in  Western  Australia  was 
hopeful  of  having  this  Labor  breach 
healed,  but  were  opposed  to  the  expul¬ 
sion  of  members  from  the  party. 


THE  RIGHT  THING. 

In  the  Labor  movement  he  had  taken 
the  line  of  reasoning  that  a  man  should 
satisfy  himself  that  he  was  doing  the 

right  thing.  Whether  he  (himself) 

satisfied  Conference  or  not  he  feared 
not.  They  might  ex-communicate 

him,  and  he  might  be  turned  out 
of  Parliament,  but  he  would  defy 
the  Australian  Labor  party  to  keep 

him  out  of  the  trades  union  movement. 

If  he  were  removed  for  supporting  con¬ 
scription,  the  logical  corollary  was  to  re¬ 
move  all  trades  unionists  who  did  like¬ 
wise. 

Senator  Lynch:  They  are  not  game  tc 
do  that. 

Mr.  Cornell  said  he  would  go  forth 
from  the  Conference  bearing  no  animosity 
to  any  man  who  was  against  him  on  this 
question. 

Mr.  Carey;  As  the  State  Executive  has 
power  to  whitewash  Senator  Lynch, 
should  not  this  Conference  have  the 
power  to  deal  with  him? 

Mr.  Cornell:  The  State  Executive  se¬ 
lected  Senator  Lynch  as  one  of  the  re¬ 
presentatives  when  more  delegates  had 
been  chosen  than  Conference  admitted  of. 
That  was  subsequent  to  Mr.  Hughes 
breaking  away  from  the  party. 

UNITY  OF  ACTION. 

Mr.  Larcombe,  M.L.A.,  stated  that  the 
strongest  reasons  in  favor  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion  were  those  which  had  fallen  from  the 
lips  of  Mr.  Cornell  against  it.  The  State 
Executive  had  practically  endorsed  Mr. 
Lynch’s  attitude.  If  the  motion  were  de¬ 
feated  there  would  be  the  Incongruous 
position  of  a  member  of  the  Hughes 
Cabinet  taking  part  in  the  mould¬ 
ing  of  the  Labor  platform  when 
the  Hughes  following  has  broken 
away  from  the  Labor  party.  Ac¬ 
ceptance  of  credentials  was  to  some 
extent  a  formal  matter,  but  unity  of  ac¬ 
tion  was  a  fundamental  principle  of 
Labor.  If  a  majority  of  the  States  con¬ 
sidered  that  the  action  of  alleged  W.A. 
Labor  men  was  detrimental  to  the  in¬ 
terests  of  Labor,  there  was  no  remedy  but 
to  expel  them.  He  believed  it  would  be 
a  good  thing  if  Mr.  McCallum  and  his 
coTleagues  on  their  return  started  anew 
with  the  Labor  movement  on  a  fresh  foot¬ 
ing.  Let  them  arise  Phoenix-like  from 
the  ashes,  and  in  a  few  short  years,  he 
opined,  that  there  would  grow  up  a  party 
dominating  both  in  State  and  Federal 
politics.  They  could  not  blend  conscrlp- 
tionists  and  anti-conscriptionists.  Oil  and 
water  would  not  mix.  There  was  no  es¬ 
cape — these  men  must  go.  He  had  done 
what  he  could  for  the  Labor  movement, 
and  Senator  Lynch  had  spoken  of  his  ser¬ 
vices.  It  had  been  asserted  “that  the 
meanest  thing  in  Nature’s  plan  was  the 
anti-Irish  Irishman.”  Might  he  para- 
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phrase  that  by  saying-  that  “the  meanest 
thing-  in  Nature’s  plan  was  the  anjti- 
Labor  Labor  man.”  Senator  Lynch  had 
tried  to  justify  his  association  with  con¬ 
temptible  conspirators  against  the  demo¬ 
cracy  of  Australia - - 

Senator  Lynch:  You’d  better  run  home 
and  tell  your  mother  you’ve  seen  a  man. 

Mr.  Larcombe  said  he  could  not  do  that 
truthfully  if,  it  meant  saying  he  had  seen 
Senator  Lynch. 

DUTY  OF  DELEGATES. 

Mr.  Gunn,  M.H.A.,  maintained  that 
Conference  owed  a  duty  to  those  who  had 
stood  by  the  Labor  movement.  In  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  this  kind  there  could  be  no  run¬ 
ning  with  the  hare  and  hunting  with  the 
hounds - 

Senator  Lynch:  Or  tearing  up  constitu¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  Gunn:  Certain  men  had  left  the 
Labor  movement.  How  could  Conference 
support  them  and  those  who  had  stood 
by  the  movement?  There  was  no  option 
but  to  abide  by  those  who  were  loyal  to 
the  party.  Because  Mr.  Hughes  could  not 
get  his  way  he  left  the  party.  Others 
left  with  him.  Those  men,  therefore,  cut 
away  from  Labor  altogether.  There 
should  be  a  lead  given  to  Mr.  McCallum 
and  his  colleagues,  who  were  against  con¬ 
scription.  Ignorance  on  matters  affecting 
the  issue  was  no  doubt  responsible  for 
some  of  the  Votes  cast  in  Western  Aus¬ 
tralia,  in  addition  to  the  despotic  control 
of  the  press  by  Mr.  Hughes. 

Senator  Lynch:  Despotic  control  and 
Ignorance!  Why,  we  have  the  grit  and 
brains  of  Australia  in  the  West. 

LABOR  MEN  IN  SOUTH  AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  Gunn  cast  no  reflection  on  the 
people  of  the  West.  But  there  was  no 
doubt  they  were  not  in  possession  of  the 
facts  that  were  available  in  the  Eastern 
States.  When  the  Maltese  were  outside 
their  own  W.A.  ports  they  were  supposed 
to  be  on  their  way  back  to  Malta.  Labor 
people  in  W.A.  were  now  seeing  the  real 
light,  and  they  now  witnessed  former 
Labor  men  enjoying  place  and  pay  with 
the  support  of  the  traditional  enemies  of 
Labor.  In  a  Parliament  of  66  in  South 
Australia  only  7  men  stood  out  against 
conscription.  Labor  there  has  decided  to 
have  a  plebiscite  in  connection  with  seats 
to  be  contested.  The  Labor  men  who  went 
out  as  conscripfioni'sts  had  now  recog¬ 
nised  the  position,  but  refused  to  allow 
themselves  to  go  to  a  plebiscite.  Mr. 
Hughes  had  tried  to  foul  the  ballot 
box - 

Senator  .Lynch:  What  did  the  Adelaide 
State  Conference  say  about  him? 

Mr.  Gunn:  A  vote  of  thanks  was  passed 
to  him  but  the  same  Conference  passed  a 
resolution  opposing  the  conscription  of 
human  life.  When  the  history  of  this 
movement  was  written  it  would  be  shown 


that  one  man  for  the  sake  of  personal 
glory  had  been  prepared  to  sacrifice  other 
men  so  that  he  might  go  back  to  England 
in  triumph  like  a  Caesar  entering  Rome 
in  the  days  of  old. 

Mr.  Scullin  asked  leave  to  amend  his. 
motion  as  follows: 

“That  as  compulsory  overseas  mili¬ 
tary  service  is  opposed  to  the  principles 
embodied  in  the  Australian  Labor 
party’s  platform,  all  Federal  members 
who  have  supported  compulsory  overseas 
military  service,  or  have  left  the  Par¬ 
liamentary  Labor  party  and  formed 
another  political  party,  are  hereby  ex¬ 
pelled  from  the  Australian  Labor  Move¬ 
ment.” 

Leave  granted. 

MAJORITY  RULE. 

Senator  O’Keefe  suggested  that  the  mo¬ 
tion  would  be  better  divided  into  two  re¬ 
solutions,  as  there  were  two  distinct 
questions  involved, 

Mr.  Burchell:  One  is  the  outcome  of  the 
other.  Where  is  the  need  to  separate 
them? 

Senator  O’Keefe  affirmed  that  they 
should  be  separated.  In  connection  with 
the  conscription  issue  some  State  Execu¬ 
tives  took  action,  but  two  did  not.  In 
those  two  it  was  an  open  question.  By 
a  majority  Australia  said  it  would  not 
have  conscription.  Labor  was  built  up  on 
majority  rule,  and  it  was  the  only  rule 
under  which  peoples  could  progress.  He 
desired  to  ask  those  gentlemen  who  denied 
majority  rule  how  they  could  consistently 
expect  to  belong  to  the  Australian  Labor 
party  when  of  their  own  volition  they 
left  the  A.L.P.  and  formed  another  party 
of  their  own?  Conference  should  declare 
that  these  men  could  not  belong  to  the 
Australian  Labor  party.  Those  men  had 
decided  to  follow  one  man,  whom  they 
considered  greater  than  the  Labor  move¬ 
ment  of  Australia,  and  yet  they  wished 
to  still  be  considered  members  of  the 
Labor  party. 

A  FAIR  DEAL. 

Mr.  Burchell,  M.H.R.,  thought  that 
Senator  O’Keefe  had  put  his  case  very 
fairly  up  to  a  certain  point.  As  to  Sena¬ 
tor  O’Keefe’s  desire  to  separate  the  mo¬ 
tion,  he  could  not  see  why  this  should 
be  done,  seeing  that  Mr.  Hughes  had  been 
expelled  for  advocating  conscription.  The 
real  reason  why  they  proposed  to  expel 
him  (Mr.  Burchell)  wa.s  for  following 
“Billy”  Hughes  on  that  question.  Mr. 
Hughes  would  not  have  left  the  caucus 
meeting  if  there  had  been  any  prospect 
of  a.  fair  deal - 

Senator  Gardiner:  Do  you  think  you 
ha.ve  the  right  to  say  he  did  not  get  a 
fair  deal? 
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Mr.  Burchell  stated  that  he  considered 
certain  men  came  there  with  instructions 
from  outside  to  get  Mr.  Hughes>’  scalp. 
Mr.  Scullin  had  stated  that  overseas  con¬ 
scription  was  against  the  principles  of 
Labor,  but  he  did  not  say  it  was  laid 

down  on  the  platform - 

Mr.  Scullin:  It  is  greater  than  a  plank. 
It  is  a.  principle. 

Mr.  Burchell:  Overseas  service  is  in  the 
Act  for  the  Navy, 

Mr.  Rae:  That  is  a  quibble. 

Senator  O’Keefe:  Anyhow,  there  is  no 
compulsion  about  going  into  the  navy. 

A  Delegate:  No,  they  volunteer. 

Mr.  Burchell:  Regarding  representatives 
from  Western  Australia,  the  method  was 
to  select  from  the  different  district  coun¬ 
cils.  He  had  been  chosen  by  Fremantle 
district  after  he  had  left  the  caucus  with 
Mr.  Hughes.  The  State  Executive  en¬ 
dorsed  him  because  they  knew  he  was  a 
free  man.  He  would  say  to  Conference, 
expel  every  one  against  them,  expel  State 
members,  get  into  the  unions,  go  the 
whole  hog  in  the  heresy  hunt.  He  was 
not  that  enamored  of  public  life  that  he 
would  sacrifice  his  principles  to  remain  in 
Parliament,  and  he  would  not  sacrifice 
those  principles  for  this  or  any  other 
body. 

TELEGRAMS  READ. 

Mr.  Stewart  supported  the  motion.  It 
had,  he  said,  been  suggested  that  the 
W.A.  State  Executive  favored  conscrip¬ 
tion.  It  was  reported  even  in  the  daily 
press  that  that  Executive  was  against 
conscription. 

Mr.  Cornell:  It  was  carried  against  by 

two. 

Mr.  Stewart:  He  had  a  wire  in  his  pos¬ 
session  in  which  Mr.  Cornell  declared 
that  the  Executive  were  against  conscrip¬ 
tion.  It  had  been  said  that  the  miners 
were  favorable  to  conscription,  but  he 
had  received  the  following  telegram  from 
West  on!  a: 

“Resolution  carried  by  this  branch 
Miners’  Union  strongly  condemning  Dis¬ 
trict  Council  A.L.F.  in  appointing  Lynch 
representative  at  Conference,  as  he  lost 
the  confidence  of  his  union  owing  to 
withdrawing  from  Labor  party  and  be¬ 
coming  member  National  party.” 
Senator  Lynch:  I.W.W.! 

Mr.  Carey:  Senator  Lynch  has  no  right 
to  go  as  far  as  that. 

Mr.  Stewart:  That  wire  was  signed  by 
Gledhill,  secretary  Miners’  Union  at  Wes- 
tonia.  Another  wire  from  Yunnadaga 
read: 

“Menzies  Miners’  Union,  affiliated 
North  Coolgardie  Council  A.L.F. ,  en¬ 
dorse  your  protest  re  sitting  Conference 
with  Lynch  and  other  members  who 
have  broken  away  Labor  party.” 

It  was  at  any  rate  clear  that  those 


miners  by  no  means  approved  of  what 
had  been  done  by  Senator  Lynch. 

Mr.  Cornell:  Where  is  the  wire  I  was 
supposed  to  send  you? 

Mr.  Stewart:  This  is  it,  addressed  to 
Mr.  McCallum,  care  of  me: 

“Resigned  acting  secretary  State 
Executive  last  evening.  Could  not  carry 
on  longer  when  majority  Executive  de¬ 
cided  against  conscription.  Clementson 
appointed.” 

Mr.  Cornell  asked  that  on  a  matter  of 
privilege  he  should  be  allowed  to  state 
that  the  wire  had  been  sent  by  him  to 
Mr.  McCallum,  and  not  to  Mr.  Stewart. 
Mr.  McCabe:  But  are  the  facts  correct? 
Mr.  McCallum  explained  that  when  the 
wire  arrived  he  was  at  Buffalo  and  Mr. 
Stewart  had  had  it  repeated  on  to  him 
there. 

Mr.  Cornell  said  it  was  not  right  that 
a  private  wire  should  be  read  at  the  Con-^ 
ference  in  the  way  it  had.  The  State 
Executive  by  a  majority  of  two  decided 
against  conscription,  but  every  member 
of  the  State  Executive  had  a  free  hand. 

MORE  ABOUT  WIRES. 

Mr.  Stewart:  Unionists  do  not  stand  for 
a  man  being  admitted  here  who  has  left 

the  party. 

Senator  Lynch:  Did  you  send  a  fishing 
wire  to  find  out  anything  about  me? 

Mr.  Stewart:  No,  and  if  I  had  it  would 
not  have  been  allowed  to  go  through  by 
the  “Dictator.” 

Senator  Lynch:  No  cock-and-bull  stories 
here. 

Mr.  Stewart:  There  is  a  Senator  here 
whose  wire  to  his  wife  was  stopped,  and 
a  wire  sent  by  me  to  the  General 
Secretary  of  the  A.W.U.  two  days 
before  the  Referendum  poll  was 
not  delivered  until  two  days  after 
that  event.  The  delay  made  all  the 
difference.  Continuing,  Mr.  Stewart  stated 
that  lads  did  not  have  to  join  the  navy 
compulsorily,  but  it  remained  for  a  Minis¬ 
ter  who  belonged  to  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  to  kidnap  men  for  transport  work 
when  a  dispute  was  on.  Mr.  Burchell  did 
not  make  up  his  mind  on  conscription 
cntil  after  he  had  landed  in  Australia 
from  his  trip  to  England  and  France. 

Mr.  Burchell:  I  declared  my  attitude 
on  the  steamer  coming  out.  and  can  refer 
you  to  Senator  Barker  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Adler:  You  cleared  out  from  the 
trenches  and  came  out  to  Australia  In 
favor  of  compelling  others  to  go  there. 

ABOUT  CENSORSHIP. 

Mr.  Mutch  stated  that  apparently  Labor 
principles  were  not  in  the  hearts  of  those 
who  had  masqueraded  as  Labor  men. 
Senator  Lynch  had  persistently  urged 
that  bogies  had  been  manufactured.  Well, 
if  the  I.W.W.  could  teach  Mr.  Hughes 
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anything  in  the  matter  of  sabotage  he 
should  get  alongside  of  them.  (Display¬ 
ing  a  sheaf  of  censored  newspaper 
proofs).  Sabotage!  Did  they  know  the 
freedom  and  liberty  Mr.  Hughes  gave 
them  in  New  Sputh  Wales?  When  Mr. 
Hughes  came  to  Sydney  to  convert  the 
secret  junta— it  was  the  “secret  junta” 
when  It  would  not  do  what  Mr.  Hughes 
wanted — and  was  turned  down  by  23  to  5, 
nothing  was  allowed  to  appear  next  day 
In  the  press.  With  regard  to  what  had 
happened  when  Senator  Ferricks  had  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Trades  Hall  in  Sydney,  Mr. 
Hughes  gave  a  misleading  statement.  Mr. 
Hughes  had  Used  the  censorship  for  his 
own  political  ends.  That  was  freedom! 
Mr.  Hughes  hid  made  statements  about 
Labor  and  German  gold,  and  the  I.W.W. 
Where  was  Senator  Lynch  then? 

Mr.  Gill:  He  sa.id  worse  things  himself. 

Senator  Lynch:  Are  you  in  favor  of  the 
I.W.W.  methods? 

FREEDOM  AND  LIBERTY. 

Mr.  Mutch:  No,  nor  your  system  of 
sabotage  (again  producing  censored 
proofs.)  either.  They  know  what  had  hap¬ 
pened  about  the  Maltese. 

Senator  Lynch:  These  contemptible 

gags!  Why  there  were  more  Maltese  in 
previous  years  than  this  one. 

Mr.  Mutch:  Well,  why  were  the  censor¬ 
ship  instructions  issued?  Talk  of  free¬ 
dom  and  liberty!  When  he  himself  had 
spoken  in'  Sydney  respecting  recruiting  of 
coolie  labor  in  India  he  had  been  threat¬ 
ened  by  Senator  Pearce  with  arrest.  W.A. 
conscriptionists  could  take  cold  comfort 
from  the  “Yes”  vote  in  that  State  ob¬ 
tained  by  sabotage  of  the  Labor  press 
in  the  East,  the  judicious  expenditure  of 
money  in  New  South  Wales  press,  and 
the  wanton  misuse  of  the  War  Precau¬ 
tions  Act — designed  for  the  protection  of 
the  people,  and  yet  used  as  an  instru¬ 
ment  for  political  engineering.  A  large 
number  of  “Yes”  votes  came  in  that  way. 
W.A.  “No”  voters  could  take  heart  as  to 
the  mis-leaders  at  present,  for  in  a  few 
months  or  years  the  West  would  be  found 
adhering  solidly  to  the  spirit  of  the  Labor 
movement,  made  all  the  more  stronger 
by  the  absence  of  those  who  betrayed  it 
in  the  past. 

DELEGATES  AT  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  Gill  moved  as  an  amendment: 

“That  no  delegate  be  allowed  to  sit 

on  the  Conference  who  is  not  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Australian  Labor  party.” 

Mr.  McCallum,  on  a  point  of  order,  said 
the  amendment  applied  to  Conference  de¬ 
legates  only. 

The  President  ruled  the  amendment  as 
being  in  order. 

Mr.  Gill  said  that  if  he  had  his  way 
he  would  not  have  allowed  Messrs.  Lynch 
and  Burchell  to  be  present  at  Conference 


at  all  in  view  of  their  actions.  Surely 
anyone  who  left  a  party  and  joined 
another  automatically  ceased  membership 
of  the  original  party.  When  this  Con¬ 
ference  was  called  it  was  for  emergency 
purposes  arising  out  of  a  situation  created 
by  those  who  considered  themselves  super- 
Labor  men.  For  the  last  two  or  three 
years  there  had  been  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  some  people  to  make  super-Labor 
men  of  themselves.  Mr.  Holman  at  the 
Sydney  Eight  Hours  banquet  spoke  about 
those  who  had  been  responsible  for  the 
success  of  the  Labor  movement,  Indicat¬ 
ing  that  the  politicians  had  charge  of  itr 
and  had  done  much,  etc.  Mr.  Holman's 
idea,  of  the  solidarity  of  Labor  seemed  to 
be  the  getting  into  Parliament  of  a  num¬ 
ber  of  men,  and  when  a  nurhber  went  in 
and  a.  crucial  cause  arose,  the  rank  and 
file  found  out  how  far  the  “solidarity” 
extended.  The  time  had  come,  he  be¬ 
lieved,  to  put  aside  rules  if  needs  be  and 
lay  down  definite  laws  for  guidance,  and 
a  commencement  should  be  made  with 
the  composition  of  Conference.  For  a 
start,  his  amendment  proposed  that  no¬ 
body  who  was  not  a  member  of  the  Aus¬ 
tralian  Labor  party  should  have  the  right 
to  sit  on  and  take  part  in  the  delibera¬ 
tions  of  Conference.  He  agreed  with 
Senator  O’Keefe  that  the  resolution  would 
have  been  better  had  it  been  divided.  Each 
party  in  the  different  States  could  deal 
with  members  as  units,  this  Conference, 
as  the  Commonwealth  body,  having  the 
right  to  deal  with  them  Federally.  That, 
of  course,  would  not  prevent  the  Confer¬ 
ence  from  dealing  with  the  present  posi¬ 
tion.  Of  course  they  had  been  told  the 
States  had  nothing  to  do  with  this,  but 
no  one  should  be  there  who  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Australian  Labor  party. 
The  Labor  movement  would  have  to  be 
reconstructed  on  the  lines  of  working 
class  organisation. 

The  amendment  lapsed  for  want  of  a 
seconder,  after  points  of  order  had  been 
discussed  in  relation  to  it. 

Mr.  Baker  informed  delegates  that  the 
position  in  South  Australia,  was  that 
neither  State  nor  Federal  members  had 
been  expelled.  When  Mr.  Hughes  address¬ 
ed  the  Adelaide  State  Conference  he  put 
the  issue  to  those  present  as  not  so  much 
conscription  under  him,  but  as  under  Mr. 
Joseph  Cook.  A  vote  of  thanks  was  ac¬ 
corded  him,  but  the  Conference  was  em¬ 
phatic  in  its  declaration  against  the  con¬ 
scription  of  human  life. 

ABROGATING  LABOR  PRINCIPLES. 

Senator  Ready  confessed  that  whilst  op¬ 
posed  to  the  motion  in  its  present  form, 
he  found  himself  in  strong  sympathy  with 
it.  Matters  of  policy  had  to  be  consider¬ 
ed.  Conference  should  realise  that  a  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Labor  pa.rty  had  left  and 
formed  another  party.  That  position 
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should  bo  faced  at  once;  but  this  could 
hardly  be  done  with  the  motion  as  now 
worded.  Those  members  who  had  gone 
from  the  party  had  abrogated  the  first 
principle  of  the  movement.  They  in  the 
Labor  movement  had  had  to  put  up 
with  a  Dictatorship  swollen  by  ambi¬ 
tions  and  personal  ideas.  Mr.  Hughes 
had  declared  that  this  was  a  non- 
party  matter,  but  it  was  a  vital 
question.  Senator  Lynch  had  spoken 
about  some  of  them  being  brought 
down  to  the  level  of  “poor  dog  Tray,”  but 
personally  he  would  sooner  sink  with  his 
party  and  principles  rather  than  float 
with  the  tide  with  those  principles  sup¬ 
pressed.  Why  did  Senator  Lynch  walk 
out  of  the  Labor  party  room?  Why?  Be¬ 
cause  the  party  wanted  a  clear  and  defi¬ 
nite  understanding  why  Mr.  Hughes  had 
treated  them  as  serfs  and  placed  the  iron 
hand  on  Australia. 

THE  CALLING  OF  CAUCUS. 

Senator  Lynch:  What  was  caucus  called 
for? 

Senator  Ready:  It  was  called  to  know 
whether  Mr.  Hughes  was  going  to  run 
the  party  altogether  or  whether  the  party 
should  not  have  some  say  in  its  affairs, 
and  know  why  things  had  happened.  Mr. 
Hughes  refused  to  recognise  the  supre¬ 
macy  of  the  party  in  caucus,  the  saine 
caucus  that  had  elected  him  as  leader, 
and  elected  the  Ministers.  Who  had 
elected  Mr.  Hughes  as  leader,  and  who 
his  Ministers  in  the  Government  which 
had  lately  been  formed?  Did  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Hughes  party  have  any  say 
in  it?  Mr.  Hughes  chose  the  whole  bunch 
of  Ministers,  and  Senator  Lynch  had  got 
his  reward  for  his  attitude  of  “poor  dog 
Tray.”  Who,  might  he  ask,  were  keeping 
these  people  in  power  at  the  present  time? 
Were  it  not  for  Messrs.  Cook  and  Irvine 
Senator  Lynch  would  not  be  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  to-day.  The  Government 
should  be  judged  by  the  company  it  kept, 
by  methods  and  manners - 

Mr.  Adler:  And  results. 

Senator  Ready:  Senator  Lynch  had 
talked  about  wanting  unity.  Where  was 
Senator  Lynch’s  desire  for  unity  when  he 
walked  out  of  the  Caucus?  Senator  Lynch 
also  talked  of  unity  and  the  olive 
branch - 

Senator  Lynch:  Yes,  from  the  miners 
of  North  Coolgardie. 

Senator  Ready  said  he  was  indebted  to 
Senator  O’Keefe  for  the  wording  of  the 
amendment  he  now  proposed: 

“That  any  member  of  the  Australian 
Labor  party  who  has  joined  or  in  future 
joins  any  other  political  party  thereby 
ceases  to  be  a  member  of  the  Austra¬ 
lian  Labor  party.” 


Senator  Lynch:  Unto  the  third  and 
fourth  generation? 

The  amendment  was  ruled  out  of  order. 

DISLOYAL  ATTACKS  ON  LABOR. 

Mr.  Dwyer-Gray  was  surprised  at  find¬ 
ing  Senator  Lynch  at  the  Conference  at 
all,  and  he  was  surprised  beyond  measure 
to  find  an  Irishman  in  fa.vor  of  coercion. 
In  Tasmania,  Labor  organisations  had  de¬ 
clared  against  Mr.  Hughes  and  his  asso¬ 
ciates,  and  the  Tasmanian  Labor  Execu¬ 
tive — apart  altogether  from  conscription — 
thought  that  Mr.  Hughes  had  damned 
himself  for  ever  when  he  made  those  dis¬ 
loyal  attacks  on  Labor  colleagues  and  the 
Labor  movement.  He  hoped  the  Labor 
movement  would  be  cleansed  at  this  Con¬ 
ference,  and  he  believed  it  would* be  an 
improvement  to  name  in  the  resolution  all 
those  members  who  left  the  caucus  with 
Mr.  Hughes. 

Mr.  McNeill,  as  a  unit  in  the  Australian 
industrial  movement,  and  one  who  has 
taken  a  considerable  part  in  the  political 
movement,  expressed  the  view  that  at  no 
time  in  the  history  of  the  movement  had 
there  been  greater  need  for  proper  action 
than  now.  They  had  been  told  they  were 
“despots.”  Mr.  Burchell  had  stated  that 
Mr.  Hughes  would  not  have  left  had  there 
been  any  guarantee  of  a  fair  deal.  Was 
Mr.  Hughes  ready  to  give  those  young 
men  of  Australia  a  fair  deal  at  the  ballot 
box?  The  thing  was  brutal,  and  the  man 
capable  of  suggesting  it  had  no  right  to 
longer  possess  the  confidence  of  the  Labor 
party,  nor  should  those  who  supported 
him.  Mr.  Cornell  had  stated  he  had  been 
a.nti-conscriptionist,  but  had  become  con- 
scriptionist  because  he  considered  there 
should  be  equality  of  sacrifice.  Where  was 
the  equality  of  sacrifice  under  conscrfp- 
tion  when  the  working  classes  had,  as 
in  all  things,  to  bear  the  brunt? 

Mr.  Stewart:  How  about  the  exemp¬ 
tions  for  doctors,  parsons  and  members 
of  Parliament? 

CONSCRIPTION  SLAVERY. 

Mr.  McNeill:  The  wealthy  classes,  by 
reason  of  their  money,  were  able  to 
secure  immunity  from  State  and  Federal 
taxation  in  investment.  He  felt  that 
right  through  the  piece  the  working 
classes  had  been  harshly  treated  by  the 
Hughes  Government.  The  words,  “I  will 
in  no  circumstances  be  a  party  to  sending 
men  out  of  the  country  to  fight  against 
their  will,”  were  hardly  dry  on  Mr. 
Hughes’  lips  than  he  left  Australia  and, 
mingling  with  the  aristocracy  of  Great 
Britain,  he  repudiated  his  Labor  prin¬ 
ciples.  No  man  knew  better  than  Mr. 
Hughes  what  conscription  would  ha.ve 
meant  to  the  people  of  Australia.  Mr. 
Hughes,  once  the  trusted  man  of  the 
Labor  movement,  gave  the  .Tudas  kiss  and 
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attempted  to  sell  the  Labor  movement 
into  slavery.  Conscription  meant  abso¬ 
lute  slavery. 

Senator  Lynch:  Absolute  rot. 

Mr.  McNeill  said  he  denied  the  right  of 
Mr.  Hughes  to  be  dictator  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  the  movement  had  to  be  cleaned 
up  from  amongst  those  who  would  make 
the  workers  the  mere  playthings  of  the 
employing  class. 

Senator  Guy  would  have  liked  the  last 
portion  of  the  motion  first,  and  put 
separately.  It  was  regrettable  that  they 
had  to  take  the  present  stand.  There 
were  some  who  deserted  for  whom  he  still 
had  some  regard;  but  he  felt  that,  by 
thrfir  attitude,  they  must  be  expelled. 
There  might  be  something  said  for  those 
who  had  perhaps  been  hypnotised,  and 
who  in  the  future  might  see  the  error  of 
thedr  ways  and  be  admitted  again. 

Mr.  Gill:  Never. 

Senator  Lynch:  Don’t  worry;  you’ll  be 
coming  to  us. 

Senator  Guy  said  that  he  was  referring 
to  the  rank  and  file  outside. 

Mr.  Carey:  Put  we  are  not  dealing  with 
them. 

Senator  Guy  appealed  to  Mr.  Scullin  to 
divide  the  motion,  and  deal  with  the  ex¬ 
pulsions  first. 

Mr.  Scullin:  I  can  see  no  real  reason 
for  dividing  the  motion. 

“A  SYSTEM  OF  KAISERISM” 

Mr.  B.  Watkins,  M.H.A.,  intimated  that 
personally  he  was  an  absolute  anti-con- 
scriptionist,  but  he  had  never  seen  it 
demonstrated  that,  to  advocate  conscrip¬ 
tion,  was  against  the  platform.  A  system 
of  Kaiserism  was  put  into  Australia  by 
Mr.  Hughes  by  the  rigid  censorship  em¬ 
ployed  and  the  misrepresentations  which 
were  allowed  to  be  used  on  the  “Yes” 
side.  His  understanding  of  the  Caucus 
was  that  in  the  election  of  officers  the 
decision  of  a  majority  of  the  party  pre¬ 
vailed,  but  Mr.  Hughes  ,  would  not  allow 
that  to  take  place,  and  walked  out  from 
the  party.  He  (Mr.  Watkins)  was  in 
favor  of  banning  from  the  movement  all 
who  were  renegades,  but  he  would  like 
the  motion  in  two  parts. 

EFFECTS  OF  MILITARISM. 

Mr.  Page,  M.H.R.,  spoke  of  how  there 
were  men  in  the  1891  strike  in  Queens¬ 
land  who  suffered  bitterly  from  the 
effects  of  militarism.  No  one  knew  that 
better  than  “Paddy”  Lynch.  Gatling  guns 
had  been  used,  men  were  prodded  with 
bayonets,  and  handcuffs  and  military 
escorts  were  some  of  the  things  the 
workers  had  had  brought  home  to  them. 
Did  they  want  to  again  import  tha-t  kind 
of  thing  into  this  country?  Mr.  Hughes, 
he  considered,  had  the  conscription  busi¬ 
ness  in  his  head  before  he  went  to  Great 
Britain.  The  census  card  scheme  was 


part  of  it  before  he  went  to  the  realm  of 
the  smiles  of  dukes  and  duchesses. 

Mr.  Dunstan:  Mr.  Burchell  stated  that 
he  saw  silk  stockings  in  the  munition 
works  in  England. 

“LEFT  ENTIRELY.” 

Mr.  Page:  The  way  “Paddy”  Lynch  bad 
been  treated  in  the  past  ought  to  have 
made  him  a  good  Labor;  te  and  not  a 
renegade.  Senator  Lynch  had  spoken 
airily  of  men  going  to  the  Caucus  with 
their  minds  made  up.  What  about  Mr. 
Hughes  when  he  “dropped  his  bundle” 
and  his  followers  trooped  out  after  him? 
It  had  put  him  in  mind  of  a  Chow 
funeral,  with  “Billy”  in'  the  lead  and  the 
others  as  chief  mourners.  “Home  they 
brought  their  warrior  dead.”  To  his 
mind,  once  those  men  got  up  and  left 
the  party  they  left  it  entirely.  Indeed, 
had  not  these  gentlemen  christened  them¬ 
selves  the  “National”  Labor  party  in 
order  to  distinguish  themselves?  As  to 
the  motion,  he  saw  no  need  for  dividing 
it.-  They  must  be  either  for  or  against 
it,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the  terms 
admitted  of  much  doubt. 

AT  ADELAIDE. 

Mr.  Baker  said  that  Mr.  Hughes,  in 
Adelaide,  had  endeavored  to  make  it  ap¬ 
pear  that  the  question  was  not  so  much 
a  matter  of  conscription  as  of  him  or  Mr. 
Joseph  Cook.  There  was  power,  he  had 
stated  to  that  State  Conference,  to  bring 
in  conscription  by  the  War  Precautions 
Act,  which  Mr.  Cook  would  do.  That 
was  the  point  delegates  had  stressed  to 
them.  Mr.  Crawford  Vaughan,  the  Pre¬ 
mier  of  South  Australia,  had  gone  to 
Sydney,  and  tried  to  make  it  appear  that 
the  Adelaide  State  Conference  had  car¬ 
ried  a  motion  of  confidence  in  the  Hughes 
Government.  It  was  merely  a  courtesy 
motion  accorded  to  a  Visitor.  Every 
Labor  member — State  and  Federal — voted 
dead  against  conscription  of  human  life; 
in  fact,  the  Conference  was  unanimous 
against  it.  That  resolution  was  not  al¬ 
lowed  to  appear  on  the  following  day. 
When  Messrs.  Higgs.  Gardiner  and  Rus¬ 
sell  resigned  over  the  attempted  inter¬ 
ference  with  the  ballot,  the  telegram  to 
the  Adelaide.  “Herald.”  which  had  been 
lodged  at  11.30  at  night  in  Melbourne, 
was  not  delivered  till  7.30  in  the  morn¬ 
ing,  when  it  was  too  late  to  make  use 
of  it  on  the  day  of  the  referendum,  but 
the  “Register”  had  it  in  plenty  of  time 
for  publication. 

THE  PLATFORM. 

Mr.  Gibson  opposed  the  motion,  because 
he  ha.d  yet  to  learn  that  overseas  mili¬ 
tary  service  was  against  the  Labor  plat¬ 
form.  They  had  heard  there  was  some¬ 
thing  on  the  platform  by  supposition. 

Mr.  Blakeley:  This  is  a  basic  principle. 
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Mr.  Gibson  considered  they  were  arro¬ 
gating-  to  themselves  the  right  to  add  to 
the  platform. 

Mr.  Carey:  Mr.  Hughes  did. 

Mr.  Gibson:  Over  in  the  West  there 
were  just  as  bright  and  brainy  Laborites 
as  in  the  Eastern  States.  They  could,  not 
find  anything  transgressing  the  principles 
of  Labor  by  advocating  “Yes“  at  the  con¬ 
scription  referendum.  Their  Labor  Con¬ 
gress,  which  reached  just  as  high  an  in¬ 
tellectual  level  as  any  Labor  Congress  in 
the  east,  discussed  the  subject  for  three 
days  and  two  nights,  and  eventually 
gave  members  and  the  rank  and  file  a 
free  hand  on  it.  That  decision  was  car¬ 
ried  on  the  voices.  Would  delegates  ask 
that  Congress  to  stultify  itself? 

“THE  DEAD  PAST." 

Mr.  Dunstan:  Would  you  be  prepared 
to  allow  those  who  advocated  conscrip¬ 
tion  and  left  the  party  to  be  still  of  the 
Labor  party? 

Mr.  Gibson  would  be  prepared  to  let 
the  dead  past  bury  its  dead.  For  him¬ 
self  he  was  an  anti-conscriptionist,  and 
belonged  to  the  biggest  anti-conscription 
council  in  the  West,  but  they  had  asked 
him  to  use  all  the  efforts  he  could  to 
heal  the  breach. 

Senator  O’Keefe:  As  a  delegate  to  the 
Federal  Conference,  do  you  believe  that 
the  majority  should  rule  in  Caucus 
respecting  the  election  of  officers? 

Mr.  Gibson  agreed  with  the  principle, 
and  it  should  obtain  in  the  future.  He 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  those  who 
followed  Mr.  Hughes  out  of  the  room 
committed  a  grievous  sin;  but,  in  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  not  an  unforgivable  one. 
There  should  be  a  better  spirit  of 
tolerance  shown.  If  the  breach  were  not 
healed  Labor  would  be  split  from  top  to 
bottom  and  east  to  west  across  the  Com¬ 
monwealth,  and  then  would  come  the 
debacle,  with  our  political  opponents  in 
powei . 

CAMPAIGN  EPITHETS. 

Mr.  Butterfield,  M.H.A.,  recounted  how 
abuse  and  vituperation  had  been  poured 
out  by  *he  “Yes”  side  against  those  who 
dared  to  take  the  “anti”  attitude.  “In¬ 
cendiarism,”  “rebels,”  “secret  juntas,” 
“pro-Germans,”  “sand-baggers,”  “white 
flaggers” — these  and  other  choice  terms 
had  been  hurled  at  the  “No”  side.  And 
there  were  men  who  had  used  those 
epithets  who  talked  of  reconciliation. 
Personally,  he  did  not  see  how  they  could 
dream  of  it,  let  alone  propose  it.  Prac¬ 
tically  all  the  Labor  bodies  of  Australia 
stood  up  against  conscription,  with 
the  exception  of  Western  Australia. 
Every  Federal  Labor  member  in  the 
Adelaide  State  Conference  spoke  against 
conscription.  When  Mr.  Crawford 
Vaughan  moved  a  double-barrelled 


motion,  and  said  it  had  nothing  to  do 
with  conscription,  conference  carried  a 
resolution  in  favor  of  the  referendum,  but 
against  conscription  of  human  life.  But 
members  of  Parliament  thought  it  would 
be  a  popular  thing,  and  that  it  would  be 
carried  by  10  to  1.  His  own  opinion  was 
that  that  idea  had  prevailed  with 
members,  and  he  did  not  believe 
there  were  many  conscientious  con- 
scriptionists  amongst  them  at  all. 
But  the  people  had  risen  and 
said  that  the  Hugheses  and  the 
Vaughans  should  not  lead  them  on  this 
question,  and  conscriptionist  leaders  had 
been  turned  down  by  a  substantial 
majority  in  the  Commonwealth. 

“SELLERS  OF  THE  PEOPLE.” 

Mr.  Grealey  was  not  in  favor  of  recon¬ 
ciliation,  because  to  become  reconciled  to 
those  who  had  tried  to  sell  the  people, 
body  and  soul,  was  dangerous.  What 
they  did  once  might  be  done  again.  If 
democracy  was  to  live  in  Australia- 
well,  there  was  no  room  for  conscription 
in  this  country.  Two  or  three  months 
ago  it  was  almost  a  crime  to  be  an 
anti-conscriptionist - 

Senator  Lynch:  You  pleased  the  Ger¬ 
man  papers,  at  any  rate. 

Mr.  Grealey  said  he  had  been  surprised 
to  know  of  a  man  named  Patrick  Lynch 
advocating  conscription  when  there  was 
a  standing  army  in  Ireland  at  the  time. 
He  believed  the  hand  of  Providence  had 
been  with  the  “antis,”  although  the  so- 
called  Christian  churches  were  against 
them.  They  ha.d  saved  themselves  from 
conscription,  and  they  should  so  act  that 
in  the  future  they  could  guard  against  its 
recurrence. 

Mr.  Scullin  having  replied,  Senator 
Lynch  asked  for  the  right  to  again  ad¬ 
dress  delegates.  This  was  granted,  after' 
a  brief  discussion. 

MALTESE  AND  OTHER  SUBJECTS. 

Senator  Lynch  said  that  he  would  like 
to  point  out  that,  regarding  the  immigra¬ 
tion  of  Maltese,  in  1913  there  were  198; 
in  1914,  413;  in  1915,  170,  and  in  1916  there 
were  146. 

Mr.  Mutch:  But  there  were  200  odd  on 
the  Gange. 

Mr.  Carey:  Hush!  There  were  no  Mal¬ 
tese.  Mr.  Hughes  said  so! 

Senator  Lynch:  Nothing  was  said  about 
the  Maltese  coming  into  the  Common¬ 
wealth  until  conscription  was  talked  of. 
A  statement  had  been  made  that  mem¬ 
bers  were  not  compelled  to  vote  for  the 
expulsion  'of  Mr.  Hughes.  Well,  he  had 
seen  a  letter  from  Mr.  Stewart  to  Sena¬ 
tor  Russell,  in  which  that  was  asked 
for - 

Mr.  Stewart:  Hear,  hear.  That  is  quite 
true. 
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Senator  Lynch:  Mention  had  been  made 
of  Ireland.  He  was  being-  asked  to  per¬ 
petrate  in  Australia  the  rotten  system 
which  had  drained  Ireland  of  its  best 
blood.  He  was  a  conscriptiomst  because 
he  was  an  Irishman.  Now,  as  to  Mr. 
Hug-hes  leaving  the  Caucus.  Some  mem¬ 
bers  did  not  enter  the  Caucus  free.  There 
were  members  who  said  they  were  going 
to  remove  Mr.  Hughes  from  leadership, 
and  that  they  would  not  sit  under  him. 
Would  delegates  have  Mr.  Hughes  con¬ 
tinue  to  remain  when  that  existed?  Mr. 
Hughes  showed  a  desire  to  rise  above 
the  slough  in  which  the  movement  had 
got  in.  The  only  purpose  of  himself  and 
others  was  to  restore  the  Labor  move¬ 
ment  to  that  pristine  state  when  men 
lived  for  the  Labor  movement  for  what 
they  could  put  in  to  it,  and  hot  what 
they  could  get  out  of  it.  As  to  the  ex¬ 
pulsion  of  Mr.  Hughes,  his  crime  was  the 
advocacy  of  conscription.  That  was  the 
head  and  front  of  his  offending.  Even 
at  this  eleventh  hour,  fifty-ninth  minute 
and  fifty-ninth  second,  he  asked  for  dele¬ 
gates  to  consider  the  position.  The  plat¬ 
form  set  out  the  principles  of  the  party, 
and  it  was  only  by  a.  process  of  exclusion 
that  they  found  out  what  was  and  what 
wasn’t  a  plank.  There  was  nothing 
against  overseas  service  in  the  platform. 
On  this  great  question  families  had  been 
rent  asunder,  and  husband  and  wife  also. 
He  asked  that  the  door  of  reason  should 
not  be  closed.  Surely  some  sweet 
reasonableness  should  come  in  and  stand 
for  freedom  of  thought  and  action.  Men 
had  sent  him  there  to  heal  the  breach, 
but  apparently  there  was  to  be  no  re¬ 
conciliation.  Well,  if  that  were  so,  it 
was  not  his  fault.  Two  years  ago  he 
had  come  out  in  favor  of  conscription. 
No  paper  had  taken  it  up  then.  Neither 
had  Messrs.  Cook  nor  Irvine.  They  were 
in  his  company,  not  he  in  theirs.  So,  if 
anybody  had  ‘‘gone  to  the  pack”  on  the 
matter,  it  was  them,  not  him.  If  Con¬ 
ference  would  not  allow  freedom  of 
thought  or  action  on  this  question,  when 
Australia  was  not  yet  safe,  then  the 
Labor  party  was  doomed  and  damned. 
Now  they  could  pass  sentence  as  they 
wished. 

THE  VOTE  TAKEN. 

Senator  Gardiner  asked  that  the  motion 
be  divided  into  two,  but  the  request  was 
refused. 

The  motion,  on  being  put,  was  carried 
by  29  votes  to  4,  Messrs.  Lynch,  Burchell 
and  Cornell  refraining  from  voting. 

The  division  was  as  follows:— For: 
Messrs.  Rae,  Mutch,  Blakeley,  Bailey, 
Adler  (N.S.W.),  Stewart,  Holloway, 
Scullin,  McNeill,  Carey,  Gill  (Victoria), 
McDonald,  Page,  Larcombe,  Domaine, 
Dunstan,  McCabe  (Queensland),  Butter¬ 


field,  Gunn,  Hill,  Baker,  Cavanagh, 
Crealey  (S.A.),  Belton,  Guy,  Gray, 
O’Keefe,  Ready  and  Watkins  (Tas.). 
Against:  Messrs.  Lutey,  McCallum  and 
Gibson  (W.A.),  and  Senator  Gardiner 
(N.S.W.). 

Mr.  Cornell  stated  that,  in  view  of  the 
vote,  he  wished  to  know  his  position  in 
the  Conference, 

The  President:  I  rule  that  this  motion 
Covers  whom  it  indicates.  It  applies  to 
Messrs.  Lynch  and  Burchell,  who,  in  my 
opinion,  have  no  further  right  to  sit  at 
the  Conference. 

Senator  Lynch:  As  this  has  morally 
expelled  me,  I  would  like  to  know  if  Mr. 
Scullin  proposes  to  go  further  and  deal 
with  W.A.  organisations? 

Mr.  Cornell  asked  if  any  delegate  ob¬ 
jected  to  him  remaining. 

Mr.  Larcombe:  I  do. 

Mr.  Cornell:  That  satisfies  me.  I  will 
not  remain  if  there  is  only  one  objector. 

Mr.  Larcombe:  Those  who  are  not  m 
the  party  should  not  be  allowed  to  hear 
what  Mr.  Tudor  might  have  to  say 
respecting  the  future  welfare  of  the  Aus¬ 
tralian  Labor  party. 

Mr.  McCallum  stated  that,  if  the  posi¬ 
tion  were  forced,  it  would  make  matters 
almost  intolerable  for  the  other  W.A. 
delegates. 

Mr.  Cornell:  In  leaving  Conference  I 
protest  against  your  jurisdiction. 

Senator  Lynch  said  he  would  wish  the 
Labor  movement  “good  luck.”  A  lot  of 
it  would  be  required  to  pull  through. 

Senator  Lynch  and  Mr.  Cornell  retired, 
Mr.  Burchell  having  left  earlier. 

Conference  adjourned  at  5.30  p.m.  till  10 
a.m.  the  following  day. 


THIRD  DAY. 

Conference  re-assembled  at  10  a.m.  on 
Wednesday,  "December  6,  President  Hollo¬ 
way  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  Mutch  stated  that  it  was  reported 
in  the  daily  press  that  he  had  objected 
to  Mr.  Cornell  remaining  in  the  Confer¬ 
ence  after  the  vote  of  the  previous  even¬ 
ing.  He  had  not  objected,  but  would  have 
preferred  that  the  objection  should  have 
been  taken  on  a  definite  motion.  He  con¬ 
sidered,  however,  that  Mr.  Cornell  took 
the  only  course  open  to  him  by  retiring. 

PARLIAMENTARY  PARTY  DEPUTA¬ 
TION. 

The  President  introduced  a  deputa¬ 
tion  from  members  of  the  Aus¬ 
tralian  Labor  party  in  the  Fede¬ 
ral  Parliament,  consisting  of  Messrs. 
Tudor  (V.),  O’Malley  (T.),  Hannan  (V.), 
Finlayson  (Q.),  and  Senators  Needham 
(W.A.),  and  McDougall  (N.S.W.). 

Mr.  Tudor  stated  at  the  outset  that  the 
reason  why  South  Australia  was  not  re- 
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presented  was  due  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
G.  E.  Yates,  the  only  member  from  that 
State  in  the  Australian  Labor  party,  had 
-enlisted. 

Mr.  Grealey:  I  saw  him  on  guard  in 
Frome-road,  Adelaide,  in  dungarees. 

Mr.  Tudor  said  that  members  of  the 
party  had  thought  it  desirable  to  come 
to  the  Conference  to  discuss  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  the  future  welfare  of  the  move¬ 
ment.  No  doubt  delegates  were  all  aware 
of  events  which  had  happened  recently, 
but  the  purpose  of  the  visit  was  not  so 
much  to  deal  with  the  past,  but  with  the 
present  and  the  future.  A  number  of 
men  had  lately  left  the  party  and  formed 
.another.  When  such  defections  took  place 
those  breaking  away  were  generally  taken 
up  by  the  other  side  in  politics.  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind  also  that  in  such  cases 
-the  daily  press  did  all  it  could  to  widen 
the  split.  To  meet  the  position  the  forces 
of  Labor  should  be  effectively  consoli- 
-dated  so  that  in  Federal  matters  there 
should  be  uniformity  throughout  the 
States,  without  conflicting  opinions  or  in¬ 
terpretations  on  vital  questions.  If  machi¬ 
nery  could  be  devised  which  would  en¬ 
sure  harmony  and  unity  of  action,  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  for  the  Labor  movement 
as  a  whole,  of  which  they  were  all  mem¬ 
bers. 

Senator  Needham  stated  that  it  was 
needless  for  him  to  revert  to  the  happen¬ 
ings  of  the  eventful  14th  of  November.  He 
had  hoped  that  the  breach  might  have 
been  healed,  but  when  men  left  the  party 
and  elected  to  give  themselves  another 
name  as  well,  it  was  clear  that  they  had 
broken  away  from  the  principles  and 
tenets  of  the  movement.  In  the  past  there 
bad  been  different  interpretations  placed 
upon  certain  question,  but  it  would  be 
injurious  for  such  a  system  to  continue. 
There  were  times  when  action  had  to  be 
taken  quickly,  and  it  was  highly  desirable 
that  a  uniform  authoritative  decision 
should  have  been  arrived  at  without  con¬ 
flict  of  State  view.  Consultations  between 
"State  and  Federal  members  and  the  Fede¬ 
ral  Executive  could  be  arranged,  perhaps, 
when  interchange  of  opinions  might  be 
considered  desirable.  They  all  belonged 
to  the  one  Labor  movement,  their  only 
difference  lying  in  the  spheres  of  action. 

A  number  of  questions  were  asked  of 
and  answered  by  members  of  the  depu¬ 
tation. 

Mr.  Stewart  moved  and  Mr.  McCabe 
•seconded,  a  vote  of  thanks  to  members 
of  the  deputation.  This  was  carried  with 
acclamation,  and  was  briefly  acknow¬ 
ledged  by  Mr.  Tudor. 

WIRES  TO  AND  FROM  THE  A.L.F. 

The  Secretary  (Mr.  Stewart)  announced 
that  he  had  received  the  following  wires 
from  the  A.L.F.,  Perth: — 

“Labor  Federation  here  strongly  favors 

re-introduction  Trade  and  Commerce 


Referendum  proposals  next  Federal 

elections.— Clem  entson.” 

“If  Conference  declines  sit  with  Bur- 
chell,  Cornell  and  Lynch  it  will  be  re¬ 
garded  by  local  Federation  as  ah  out¬ 
rage.  Even  fiercest  ‘antis’  here  will  re¬ 
gard  it  with  dismay.— Clementson.” 

The  telegrams  were  received. 

Mr.  Carey  moved  that  a  small  commit¬ 
tee  be  appointed  to  send  a.  reply  to  the 
second  telegram. 

Mr.  McCallum  said  he  would  second  the 
motion  so  that  he  might  explain  that  he 
had  wired  to  the  West  regarding  the 
existing  position.  He  trusted  it  would  be 
made  clear  in  any  telegram  sent  that  the 
credentials  of  West  Australian  delegates 
had  been  received  and  accepted  by  Con¬ 
ference.  On  behalf  of  himself  and  Messrs. 
Lutey  and  Gibson,  the  following  wire  had 
been  despatched  the  previous  evening  to 
the  A  L.F. : — • 

“Conference  accepted  all  credentials 
and  subsequently  decided  to  expel  all 
Federal  members  who  supported  con¬ 
scription  and  who  joined  Hughes  party. 
Consequently,  Lynch,  Burchell  cannot 
act  as  delegates.  Cornell  withdrew  with 
them.  We  think  advisable  to  remain 
and  request  authority  to  appoint  three 
other  delegates.” 

At  a  later  stage  it  was  announced  that 
the  following  reply  had  been  telegraphed 
on  behalf  of  Conference  to  the  A.L.F.  in 
Perth:— 

“Although  many  delegates  regarded  it 
as  an  outrage  to  sit  with  Lynch  a.nd 
Burchell  who  left  Labor  party  and 
formed  new  party  Conference  decided 
to  recognise  Western  Australia’s  right 
to  appoint  whom  they  pleased  as  dele¬ 
gates.  It  was  subsequently  resolved  ac¬ 
cording  constitutional  powers  expel  all 
Federal  members  who  had  supported 
conscription  and  joined  new  party.  Cor¬ 
nell  withdrew  of  his  own  volition.” 

Telegraphed  replies  from  Perth  were 
subsequently  read  as  follows:— 

“Apart  altogether  from  merits  expul¬ 
sion  Federal  Labor  members  who  sup¬ 
ported  conscription  local  Federation  de¬ 
sires  register  protest  against  disfran¬ 
chisement  two  of  our  delegates.— Cle- 
mentson.” 

To  A.  McCallum:— 

“Executive  not  prepared  appoint 
another  three.  Your  positon  matter 
yourselves  and  councils  you  represent. 
Inform  Lutey  and  Gibson.” 

A  letter  was  read  from  the  Australian 
Peace  Alliance  and  from  the  North  Fitz- 
roy  branch  of  the  Political  Labor  Coun¬ 
cil,  asking  that  a  deputation  should  be 
received  from  each  in  order  to  place  be¬ 
fore  Conference  proposals  in  connection 
with  the  terms  of  peace. 

It  was  decided  not  to  receive  the  depu¬ 
tations,  it  being  mentioned  in  discussion 


18 


that  the  subject  matter  of  the  deputations 
was  already  listed  on  the  business  paper 
for  consideration. 

THE  CALLING  OF  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  McDonald,  as  chairman  of  the 
Agenda  Committee,  was  about  to  present 
a  report  as  to  the  order  of  business 
when  as  the  result  of  a  brief  discussion 
it  was  resolved  on  the  motion  of  Messrs. 
Gill  and  McCallum,  that  the  authorities 
requesting  the  holding  of  the  special  con¬ 
ference  should  be  read. 

Mr.  Stewart  read  the  following  tele¬ 
grams: — 

From  Sydney,  September  7,  1916. 

“Last  night  Executive  decided,  to 
make  application  for  Special  Interstate 
Conference  to  consider  present  political 
situation,  and  I  was  directed  to  invite 
your  immediate  co-operation. — EVANS, 
General  Secretary,  P.L.L.  of  N.S.W.” 

From  Brisbane,  September  8,  1916. 

“Special  meeting  Queensland  Execu¬ 
tive  to-day  unanimously  decided  sup¬ 
port  New  South  Wales  Executive  re¬ 
quest  for  Special  Interstate  Confer¬ 
ence.— LEWIS  McDonald.” 

From  Perth,  September  21,  1916. 

“Reply  your  letter  August  14,  Execu¬ 
tive  adverse  holding  Special  Interstate 
Conference.  Cannot  see  utility  of  con¬ 
vening  meeting  Australian  Political 
Labor  Executive. — CORNELL,” 

From  Adelaide,  November  6,  1916. 

“South  Australian  Executive  will  join 
with  fellow  Labor  Conference  if  en¬ 
dorsed  by  Council  meeting  Thursday.” 

From  Launceston,  November  11,  1916. 

“We  can  attend  any  time  suit  others. 
Melbourne  most  suitable.” 

From  Brisbane. 

“Queensland  has  selected  representa¬ 
tives  for  Special  Conference  whenever 
called.  Givens’  appointment  has  been 
cancelled  as  member  Federal  Execu¬ 
tive,  and  Page  elected  in  his  place. 
McDonald  and  Page  Queensland  repre¬ 
sentatives. — DUN  STAN.  ’  ’ 

From  Sydney,  November  11,  1916. 

“New  South  Wales  members  of  Inter¬ 
state  Executive — T.  D.  Mutch,  Arthur 
Rae.  Executive  decided  recommend 
Interstate  Conference  meet  within  one 
month.  Place  of  meeting  determinable 
by  Interstate  Executive.  —  P.  C. 
EVANS.” 

From  Brisbane,  November  13,  1916. 

“Any  date  after  twentieth  suitable  to 
Queensland  representatives.  Also  we 
favor  Melbourne  as  place  for  Confer¬ 
ence. — McDonald.” 


From  Adelaide,  November  16,  1916. 

“Twenty-seventh  November  suitable; 
also  Melbourne  place  of  meeting. — BIR- 
RELL.” 

From  Perth,  November  9,  1916. 

“We  favor  calling  Federal  Labor 
Congress  together  early  possible.  Advise 
me  further  developments. — CLEMENT- 
SON.” 

From  Perth,  November  13,  1916. 

“Communicate  McCallum,  Trades  Hall,. 
Adelaide.  If  available,  he  will  repre¬ 
sent  us  Special  Conference. — CLEMENT- 
SON  ” 

From  Kalgoorlie,  November  15,  1916. 

“Agree  to  Conference  twenty-seventh, 
as  proposed.  Does  this  mean  Congress 
or  Federal  Executive  only?  Reply  im¬ 
mediately  .—LUTE  Y.  ’  ’ 

From  Adelaide,  November  15,  1916. 

“Agree  to  Conference  meeting  Mel¬ 
bourne.  Expect  reply  from  Clementson 
regarding  date  to-day.— McCALLUM.” 
From  Senator  O’Keefe,  November  16,. 
1916. 

“I  agree  to  Conference  Melbourne, 
Monday,  twenty-seventh.” 

From  J.  Page,  M.H.R.,  November  16,. 
1916. 

“I  agree  to  the  twenty-seventh.” 

From  Brisbane,  November  16,  1916. 

“Queensland  Executive  agrees  date 
and  place  Conference  mentioned  your 
wire— LEWIS  McDONALD.” 

From  Hobart,  November  16,  1916. 

“We  agree  to  Melbourne.” — DWYER- 
GRAY,  Hobart.” 

From  Perth,  November  14,  1916. 

“What  representation  Conference  we 
entitled?  Must  we  bear  all  expense  our 
delegates?  Reply  urgent. — CLEMENT- 
SON.” 

From  Perth,  November  16,  1916. 

“We  favor  holding  Conference  Ade¬ 
laide  or  Melbourne,  and  expect  be  fully 
represented.  Unless  Conference  held 
first  week  December  or  later  we  will  be 
precluded  from  representation.  When 
will  place  and  date  be  decided  upon? — 
CLEMENTSON.” 

From  Adelaide,  November  16,  1910. 

“Agree  to  December  4.  Be  fatal  leave- 
a.ny  State  out. — McCALLUM.” 

From  Adelaide,  November  16,  1916. 

“Misunderstood  wire.  Am  accord' 
with  Special  Conference  be  held 
December  4. — ANSTEY.” 

From  Kalgoorlie,  November  18,  1916. 

“Wire  all  information  possible  nature 
of  business  that  will  come  up  for  dis¬ 
cussion  Federal  Conference.  Lutey 
elected  representative,  but  affiliated  or¬ 
ganisations  are  meeting  immediately 
decide  nature  of  his  instructions.  Reply 
imperative. — CLIFFORD.” 
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From  Perth,  November  15,  1916. 

“We  suggest  date  Conference  first 
week  December.  Reply  urgent.— 
CLEMENTSON.” 

Mr.  Stewart  also  read  answering  tele¬ 
grams  to  most  of  the  foregoing,  conclud¬ 
ing  with  the  following  wire,  which  had 
been  sent  to  Messrs.  Birrell  and  Anstey 
(S.A.),  Dwyer-Gray  and  O’Keefe  (Tas.), 
Page  and  McDonald  (Q.),  McCallum  and 
Lutey  (W.A.),  Mutcjh  and  Rae 
(N.S.W.) : — 

“Western  Australia  now  asks  Con¬ 
ference  meet  Monday,  fourth  December. 
Otherwise,  they  cannot  be  represented. 
Suggest  we  agree." 

DEFINING  CONFERENCE'S  SCOPE 

Mr.  McDonald  stated  that  the  Agenda 
Committee  recommended  that  the  scope 
■of  Conference  should  be  defined  by  reso¬ 
lution,  otherwise  matters  which  should  be 
rightly  dealt  with  by  the  ordinary  Trien¬ 
nial  Conference  might  be  brought  up. 

Mr.  Gill  moved:  — 

“That  all  matters  arising  out  of  the 
conscription  issue  may  be  discussed  and 
decided  at  this  Conference.” 

Mr.  Baker  seconded  the  motion,  which 
was  carried  unanimously,  the  31  delegates 
oresent  voting  for  it. 

COAL  SUPPLY. 

At  this  stage  letters  were  read  from  the 
Federated  Ironworkers’  Union  and  the 
Gasworkers’  Union,  asking  that  some¬ 
thing  should  be  done  with  regard  to  the 
.supply  of  coal  for  industries.  It  was  de¬ 
cided  to  inform  the  unions  mentioned  that 
the  Australian  Labor  party  had  been 
.asked  to  move  in  the  matter. 

The  following  recommendation  by  the 
Agenda  Committee  was  adopted: — 

“That  all  notices  of  motion  must  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  secretary  before  10 
a.m.  on  Thursday,  the  7th,  and  that  such 
notices  of  motion  be  considered  after  the 
disposal  of  resolutions  on  the  business 
paper." 

PRESIDENT'S  RULING. 

Mr.  Dwyer-Gray  desired  to  move:  — 

“That  Plank  4  be  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: — 

(a)  Citizen  Defence  Force,  with  com¬ 
pulsory  military  training  and  voluntary 
enlistment  for  active  service; 

(b)  Australian  owned  and  controlled 
navy  for  service  in  all  seas." 

The  President  ruled  the  motion  out  of 
•order  on  the  ground  that  Conference  was 
called  to  deal  with  special  business  ,  only, 
which  did  not  embrace  alterations  of 
planks  of  the  platform.  To  amend  plonks 
or  add  them  to  the  platform  would  be  a 
usurpation  of  the  functions  of  the  ordi¬ 
nary  Triennial  Conference. 

A  motion  by  Mr.  B.  Watkins  that  the 
President’s  ruling  be  disagreed  with  was 
•debated  at  some  length. 


On  being  put  by  the  vice-president  (Mr. 
Demaine),  the  President’s  ruling  was  up¬ 
held. 

DRAFTING  CONSTITUTION. 

Mr.  Scullin  moved:— 

“That  the  question  of  the  alteration 
of,  or  amendments  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  Australian  Labor  party  be  re¬ 
ferred  to'  the  Federal  Executive  to  draft 
a  Constitution  for  consideration  at  the 
next  inter-State  Conference.” 

Mr.  McNeill  seconded  the  motion,  which 
was  carried. 

PEACE  PROPOSALS. 

Mr.  Rae  moved:— 

“That  this  Conference,  in  the  in¬ 
terests  of  humanity,  is  of  opinion  that 
Great  Britain  and  her  Allies  should  for¬ 
mulate  their  joint  demands  upon  the 
Central  European  Powers  and  publish 
them  to  the  world,  and  thus  pave  the 
way  for  an  early  and  honorable  peace.” 

Mr.  Rae  said  that  unless  there  were 
some  proposals  made  for  peace  it  would 
be  impossible  to  know  what  was  in  the 
minds  of  the  nations,  and  the  gigantic 
struggle  might  go  on  till  the  nations  en¬ 
gaged  in  it  were  bled  white  through  a 
process  of  exhaustion. 

Senator  Ready  seconded  the  resolution, 
which  was  carried. 

CENSORSHIP  AND  OTHER  MATTERS. 

Mr.  Baker  moved:— 

“That  inasmuch  as  freedom  of  speech, 
press  and  public  meeting  are  principles 
of  the  Australian  Labor  movement,  a.n 
emphatic  protest  be  made  by  Conference 
against — 

(a)  The  abuse  of  the  military  censor¬ 
ship,  especially  by  Messrs.  Hughes  and 
Pearce,  for  personal  and  political  pur¬ 
poses; 

(b)  The  action  of  the  Hughes 
Government  in  suppressing  information 
regarding  Referendum  returns: 

(c)  The  attempt  to  interfere  with  the 
ballot  by  use  of  military  power; 

(d)  The  interference  with  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  citizenship  under  Section  9  of 
Military  Service  Referendum  Act. 

(e)  The  restriction  of  the  number  of 
scrutineers  at  the  polling  in  connection 
with  the  Referendum.” 

Mr.  Baker  stated  that  in  Adelaide  a 
severe  censorship  had  been  put  upon  the 
newspapers,  and  particularly  the  Labor 
press.  Some  articles  were  severely  cut 
about,  whilst  others  were  not  allowed  to 
appear  at  all. 

Mr.  Cavanagh  seconded  the  motion. 
Senator  Gardiner  believed  that  it  would 
be  most  unwise  to  remove  the  censorship 
altogether.  He  saw  no  reason,  for  in- 
sance,  why  the  press,  either  through 
articles  or  cartoons,  should  give  offence 
to  any  Ally  or  cause  trouble  thereby. 
Whilst  a  discreet  censorship  was  essen¬ 
tial,  he  freely  admitted  that  the  censor- 
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ship  had  been  exercised  in  directions  in 
which  it  should  not  have  been  used  at 
all, 

PRESSMEN’S  EXPERIENCE. 

Mr.  Dwyer- Gray  agreed  with  Senator 
Gardiner  that  a  wise  censorship  was 
necessary  in  times  of  war.  But  as  a  press¬ 
man  who  had  some  considerable  experi¬ 
ence  on  this  subject  in  Hobart,  he  wished 
to  protest  against  the  rigid  manner  in 
which  the  censorship  had  been  enforced 
in  wholly  unnecessary  ways.  He  had  been 
prevented  from  printing  the  most  reason¬ 
able  kind  of  matter,  and  was  at  a  loss 
to  understand  how  many  of  the  decisions 
had  been  a.rrived  at. 

Mr.  Mutch  felt  that  Mr.  Hughes  and 
Senator  Pearce  had  used  the  censorship 
to  meet  their  own  purpose.  The  Labor 
press  had  been  made  to  suffer  through  a 
ruthless  censorship,  and  Conference  should 
enter  a  most  emphatic  protest  against 
what  had  been  done.  He  had  with  him 
a  mass  of  proofs  which  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  censor,  acting  under  instruc¬ 
tions,  and  they  were  there  for  any  dele¬ 
gate  who  cared  to  have  a  close  look  at 
the  methods  which  had  been  at  work 
during  the  recent  Referendum  campaign. 
The  officers  who  carried  out  the  work  of 
censorship  were  not  so  much  to  blame, 
but  in  his  opinion  Messrs.  Hughes  and 
,  Pearce  were  really  responsible  for  the 
misuse  of  the  powers. 

Mr.  McCabe  said  that  in  Queensland  in 
the  referendum  campaign  they  had  an  ex¬ 
perience  of  a  rigid  military  censorship, 
which  nearly  made  the  La.bor  press  use¬ 
less.  He  was  sorry  that  he  had  not 
brought  with  him  some  of  the  “Daily 
Standard”  proofs  which  had  been  cut 
about  by  the  censor,  for  they  would  have 
opened  the  eyes  of  delegates  as  to  what 
had  been  taking  place.  They  were  not 
allowed  to  deal  with  questions  such  as 
the  shortage  of  labor  arising  out  of  the 
proclamation  or  colored  la.bor,  although 
they  were  most  important  questions  to  a 
State  like  Queensland.  It  whs  essential 
that  the  Labor  press  should  have  a  fair 
deal.  If  politicians  were  going  to  take 
on  powers  which  enabled  them  to  gag  the 
press,  then  the  democratic  movement 
would  be  rendered  powerless,  and  that 
should  not  be  tolerated. 

The  President  at  this  stage  displayed  a 
censored  proof  of  an  article  appearing  in 
the  current  issue  of  the  “Labor  Call.” 

Mr.  B.  Watkins  said  that  in  Tas¬ 
mania  they  had  had  a  bitter  experience 
of  the  rigid  methods  of  censorship  on  the 
Labor  press.  In  addition  to  that  there 
appeared  to  be  no  co-ordination  of  mat¬ 
ters  for  censorship.  It  frequently  de¬ 
pended  on  the  view  of  the  local  censor. 
The  “Australian  Worker”  had  performed 
magnificent  service  in  the  referendum 
campaign — service  which  he  hoped  would 
never  be  forgotten  by  the  democracy  of 
Australia.  They  ha.d  in  Hobart  desired 
to  reproduce  cartoons  and  other '  matter 


that  had  appeared  in  the  “Australian 
Worker,”  but  the  right  to  do  this  was  re¬ 
fused  by  the  censor - • 

Mr.  Baker:  They  refused  us  in  the 
same  way  in  Adelaide. 

Mr.  Grealey  stated  that  in  the  early 
stages  of  the  conscription  campaign  in 
Adelaide  it  was  difficult  to  get  any  anti- 
conscription  literature  distributed  at  all. 
Major  Smeaton,  the  censor,  had  at  one 
stage'  hung  up  leaflets  for  14  days,  a.nd 
cut  out  telling  points  in  anti-conscription 
statements,  or  referred  them  else¬ 
where,  which  led  to  delay. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

NO  PROLONGATION  OF  FEDERAL 
PARLIAMENT. 

Mr.  McCabe  moved: — 

“That  an  emphatic  protest  be  made 
against  any  prolongation  of  the  life  of 
the  Federal  Parliament.” 

Mr.  Dwyer-Gray  seconded. 

Mr.  Page  pointed  out  that,  unless  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  went 
to  the  country  on  the  one  day,  there 
would  have  to  be  two  elections. 

Mr.  McCabe  was  perfectly  agreeable  to 
make  it  clear  in  the  motion  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  an  extension 
which  would  admit  of  both  Houses  being 
elected  on  the  one  day. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Senator  O’Keefe, 
the  motion  was  amended  and  carried  in 
the  following  form: — 

“That  an  emphatic  protest  be  made 
against  any  prolongation  of  the  life  of 
the  Federal  Parliament  beyond  the  date 
of  expiry  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  by  effluxion  of  time.” 

WAR  PRECAUTIONS  ACT. 

Mr.  Grealey  moved: — 

“That  the  administration  of  the  War 
Precautions  Act  be  made  less  drastic, 
and  that  prosecutions  against  citizens 
for  non-enrolment  should  be  aban¬ 
doned.” 

Senator  Gardiner  seconded  the  motion, 
which  was  carried. 

Conference  adjourned  at  5.30  p.m. 


FOURTH  DAY. 

Conference  reassembled  on  Thursday, 
December  7,  at  10  a.m. ;  President  Hollo¬ 
way  in  the  chair. 

MILITARY  LAW  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
DISPUTES. 

Prror  to  the  adjournment  on  the  pre¬ 
vious.  day,  Mr.  Cavanagh  had  moved: — 
“That  Conference  take  steps  to  im¬ 
mediately  approach  Federal  members, 
urging  them  to  take  measures  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  Government  using  military 
law  or  military  machinery  of  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  in  industrial  disputes  and 
public  meetings.” 

Mr.  Cavanagh  said  that  there  had  been 
meetings  broken  up,  and  in  industrial 
disputes  the  aid  of  the  military  had  been 


threatened.  At  one  time'  there  had  been 
a  danger  of  the  Newcastle  miners  being 
-bludgeoned  in  such  a  way  as  to  have 
their  dispute  settled  in  a  peremptory 
kind  of  fashion. 

Mr.  Baker  seconded. 

Mr.  Scullin  did  not  see  much  use  in 
carrying  a  resolution  of  the  kind  in  the 
form  Outlined.  There  was  a  clause  in 
the  Defence  Act  which  met  the  position 
respecting  industrial  disputes,  and  if,  of 
course,  a  Government  would  break:  such 
a  law,  it  was  useless  to  try  and  meet  the 
case  with  a  resolution  of  this  character. 

Mr.  Stewart  stated  that,  alhough  there 
was  a  distinct  provision  in  the  Defence 
Act  providing  that  the  military  should 
not  be  used  in  time  of  industrial  dis¬ 
turbances,  there  seemed  to  be  Ministers 
who  were  quite  prepared  to  override  it. 
Mr.  Jensen  had  brought  in  naval  re¬ 
servists  to  take  the  place  of  men  fighting 
for  their  industrial  rights,  and  they 
should  repudiate  men  who  were  prepared 
to  use  the  naval  or  military  forces  against 
the  interests  of  the  organised  workers  of 
Australia. 

PROTEST  REQUIRED. 

Mr.  Larcombe  considered  that  a  protest 
should  be  entered  against  what  Mr.  Jen¬ 
sen  had  been  doing  in  the  matter  men¬ 
tioned,  but  the  present  motion  would  not 
cover  it  altogether. 

Mr.  Page  believed  in  protesting,  pro¬ 
testing  and  protesting  again  until  justice 
prevailed. 

Mr.  McCallum  supported  the  motion, 
and  felt  that  the  Labor  party  should  have 
taken  some  action  with  respect  to  what 
Mr.  Jensen  had  done  in  the  past.  Quite 
recently  there  had  been  happenings  in 
the  Fremantle  electorate  which  demanded 
the  closest  investigation  as  to  naval  and 
military  methods. 

Mr.  Adler,  in  resuming  the  discussion, 
said  that  personally  he  was  opposed  to 
troops  of  the  citizen  soldiery  being  used 
for  purposes  of  aggression.  They  had 
had  experience  in  New  South  Walea  of 
soldiers  being  organised  in  such  a  way 
that  meetings  had  been  broken  up  and 
liberty  turned  into  license.  He  moved 
as  an  amendment: — 

“That  this  Conference  urges  the 
members  of  the  Federal  Labor  party  to 
take  steps  to  make  it  impossible  for 
the  military  to  be  used  for  any  purpose 
except  for  resisting  an  invading  enemy, 
and  that  soldiers  shall  not  be  permitted 
to  organise  for  any  purpose  against  the 
citizens  of  the  Commonwealth." 

The  amendment  was  ruled  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Cavanagh  amended  his  motion, 
which  was  carried  in  the  following 
form: — 

“That  this  Conference  urges  Federal 
Labor  members  to  protest  against  the 
violation  of  the  Defence  Act  by  the 


Government  in  the  use  of  the  military 
and  naval  forces  for  the  suppression  of 
industrial  disputes  and  public  meet¬ 
ings.” 

IMPERIAL  FEDERATION. 

Mr.  Rae  moved: — 

“That  an>  proposals  for  Imperial 
Federation  involving  the  slightest  sur¬ 
render  of  Australia’s  self-governing 
powers  in  return  for  a  voice  in  the  Em¬ 
pire’s  foreign  policy  would  be  disas¬ 
trous  to  Australian  ideals,  and  should 
not,  therefore,  be  entertained.” 

Mr.  Rae  said  that  whilst  there  was  a. 
feeling  in  Labor  circles  against  any  bind¬ 
ing  form  of  Imperial  Federation,  there 
were  many  who  were  not  alive  to  the 
general  danger  of  these  schemes.  It 
seemed  wise,  therefore,  that  some  kind  of 
warning  should  go  forth  on  the  subject. 
There  were  Australasian  politicians  pre¬ 
pared  to  go  overseas  for  the  purpose  of 
forging  additional  bonds,  so  that  they 
themselves  should  get  titles  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  what  were  the  real  views  of  the 
people.  Personally,  he  felt .  satisfied  that, 
if  any  elaborate  scheme  of  Imperial 
Federation  were  brought  about,  our 
autonomy  would  be  dragged  down,  and 
they  should  have  nothing  to  do  with  any 
proposal  which  would  in  any  way  assail 
Australian  autonomy.  As  to  the  Old 
Country,  he  hoped  that  their  love  and  re¬ 
gard  for  it  would  ever  remain,  but 
whilst  saying  that  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  enlargement  of  jingoistic  sentiment 
had  to  be  closely  investigated,  for  it  might 
involve  Australia’s  self-governing  powers 
in  disaster. 

Mr.  Blakeley  seconded  the  motion.  He 
said  he  was  not  altogether  satisfied  with 
the  steadfastness  of  British  statesmen  to 
the  White  Australia  ideals,  and  if,  as  Aus¬ 
tralians,  they  took  part  in  any  ^Imperial 
Council,  they  would  Le  bound  in  honor 
to  observe  the  decisions  of  such  a  Coun¬ 
cil.  Supposing  a  decision  of  the  Council 
ran  counter  to  White  Australian  ideals, 
where  would  they  be?  A  great  portion 
of  the  British  Empire  was  peopled  by 
black  races,  and  that  fact  should  always 
be  considered  in  relation  to  Imperial 
Federation  proposals.  Australia,  he 
thought,  might  very  well  continue  on  its 
existing  lines  of  self-government  without 
Imperialistic  entanglements  liable  to 
menace  effective  autonomy. 

DEFINITE  ANNOUNCEMENT 
WANTED. 

Mr.  Mutch  believed  that  Conference- 
should  pronounce  definitely  against  any 
form  of  Imperial  Federation  and  schemes 
established  for  the  glorification  of  persons- 
in  high  places  endeavoring  to  make  them¬ 
selves  omnipotent  in  the  governance  of 
countries.  Any  form  of  Imperial  Fede¬ 
ration  would  land  Australia  in  hopeless 
complications,  and  it  was  much  better  to> 
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;stand  out  from  any  such  proposals.  He 
moved  as  an  amendment: — 

“That  the  Australian  Labor  move¬ 
ment  is  opposed  to  any  form  of  Im¬ 
perial  Federation,  and  we  recommend 
to  the  next  Interstate  Conference  that 
same  be  made  a  plank  of  the  platform.” 
Mr.  Gill  seconded  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Carey  supported  the  motion.  He 
did  not  object  to  Imperial  unity  as  Im¬ 
perial  unity,  but  his  agreement  with  any 
scheme  would  depend,  of  course,  on  the 
details.  “Imperial”  was  used  largely  as 
a  geographical  expression,  and  it  would 
be  most  unwise  to  declare  against  Im¬ 
perial  Federation  altogether  until  one 
knew  what  was  the  basis  of  the  pro¬ 
posals. 

Mr.  Mutch:  I  would  have  no  objection 
to  a  democratic  Federation. 

Mr.  Larcombe  said  that  Mr.  Mutch  was 
seemingly  of  opinion  that  any  Imperial 
Federation  would  be  composed  of  Tories, 
but  in  the  future  it  was  possible  that 
Labor  might  be  administering  the  affairs 
of  the  Empire  in  other  parts,  as  had 
happened  in  Australia.  Apart  from  that 
altogether,  the  resolution  preserved  Aus¬ 
tralian  autonomy,  and  was  preferable  to 
the  amendment  which  declared  definitely 
against  any  form  of  Imperial  Federation 
whatever. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

PAYMENTS  TO  FEDERAL 
EXECUTIVE. 

Mr.  McCallum  moved: — 

“That  Conference  call  upon  the  Tas¬ 
manian  Executive  to  pay  their  quota 
towards  the  expenses  of  the  meetings 
of  the  Federal  Executive  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  laid  down  by  the  Ade¬ 
laide  Conference.” 

Mr.  Gill  seconded. 

Mr.  Dunstan  moved  as  an  amend¬ 
ment: — 

“That  it  be  a  recommendation  to  the 
State  Executives  that  the  amount 
owing  by  Tasmania  be  made  up  by  the 
otner  States,  and  the  Western  Austra¬ 
lian  A.L.F.  be  paid  their  full  amount  of 
expenses.” 

Mr.  Carey  seconded  the  amendment, 
which  was  carried. 

Mr.  Scullin  moved:  — 

“That  the  whole  matter  of  payments 
to  the  Australian  Political  Labor 
Executive  be  referred  to  the  Executive 
for  consideration  and  report,  with  a 
view  to  making  a  recommendation  to 
the  next  Interstate  Conference.” 

Mr.  'Cavanagh  seconded  file  motion, 
which  was  carried. 

ACTING  IN  CONSULTATION. 

Mr.  Rae  moved: — 

“That  the  members  of  the  Federal 
Executive  representing  the  State  of 
Victoria  act  in  conjunction  with  the 


leaders  of  the  Parliamentary  party  in 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  to  consider  all  matters  ap¬ 
pertaining  to  the  political  situation 
until  the  next  triennial  Conference,  and 
they  communicate  promptly  with  each 
State  Executive  on  matters  of  import¬ 
ance  that  may  arise  from  time  to 
time.” 

Mr.  Rae  said  that  the  proposal  practi¬ 
cally  meant  a  small  working  committee  of 
the  Federal  Executive,  and  which  would 
keep  the  State  Executives  constantly  in 
touch.  There  wa.s  no  abrogation  of  the 
powers  of  the  Federal  Executive,  and  the 
small  committee  would  merely  act  in  a 
consultative  capacity. 

Mr.  Carey  seconded.  He  said  tha.t  it 
was  inconvenient  for  the  Federal  Execu¬ 
tive  to  meet  frequently,  but  this  pro¬ 
posal,  without  trenching  on  the  powers 
of  the  Executive,  provided  a  good  work¬ 
ing  plan  of  unity. 

Mr.  McCallum  opposed  the  motion.  He 
failed  to  see  anything  in  the  contention 
put  forward  or  for  the  necessity  of  the 
proposal.  As  far  as  Western  Australia 
was  concerned,  they  wanted  the  Execu¬ 
tive  to  be  fully  representative  of  the 
Executive,  but  this  suggestion  in  essence 
might  mean  handing  over  important  de¬ 
cisions  to  two  men. 

Mr.  Lutey  was  against  the  proposal. 
He  said  that  the  Federal  Executive  was 
a  properly-created  body,  which  should 
handle  all  Federal  matters  until  such 
time  as  a  new  constitution  was  drawn 
up  at  the  next  Conference. 

Senator  Gardiner  submitted  that  it  would 
be  far  better  to  have  a  well-drawn-up 
plan  put  forward  at  the  proper  time 
rather  tha.n  this  proposal,  which  had  not 
been  fully  thought  out,  and  did  not 
admit  of  the  closest  discussion. 

The  motion  was  defeated. 

ABANDONMENT  OF  REFERENDUM. 

Mr.  Larcombe  moved: — 

“That  this  Conference  protests  against 
the  abandonment  of  the  Constitutional 
Referendum  proposals,  and  urges  that 
they  should  be  submitted  at  the  next 
Federal  election.” 

Mr.  Larcombe  said  that  there  had  been 
regret  expressed  when,  on  the  failure  of 
some  of  the  States  to  carry  through  the 
bills  in  conformity  with  their  promise  to 
the  Federal  Government,  that  the  bills 
had  not  been  submitted  to  the  people. 
Queensland  had  endeavored  to  put 
through  the  necessary  legislation,  but 
this  had  been  blocked  by  the  Legislative 
Councils.  He  felt  sure  that  there  was 
very  little  likelihood  of  any  great  poli¬ 
tical  progress  in  the  State  sphere  whilst 
they  had  the  Upper  House. 

Senator  Ga.rdiner  pointed  out  that,  at 
the  time  the  agreement  was  arrived  at 
with  the  Premiers  re  the  Referendums,  it 
had  been  felt  that  a  wise  thing  had  been 
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done.  The  fact  that  the  Premiers  had  not 
carried  out  their  promises  did  not  affect 
the  compact  as  originally  decided  upon. 
Mr.  Holman  had  carried  his  bill  through 
both  Houses,  and  had  similar  determina¬ 
tion  been  shown  by  other  Premiers  there 
would  have  been  little  fault  to  find. 

It  wa.s  agreed  at  this  stage  to  substi¬ 
tute  for  Mr.  Larcombe’s  motion  the  fol¬ 
lowing,  which  was  moved  by-  Mr.  Dwyer 
Gray,  seconded  by  Mr.  Lutey,  and  car¬ 
ried: — 

“That  this  Conference  deplores  the 
abandonment  of  the  Referendums  con¬ 
trary  to  the  express  directions  of  the 
Adelaide  Conference,  and  requests  the 
Australian  Labor  party  in  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  the  Senate  to 
insist  on  the  submission  to  t.he  people 
of  the  proposed  changes  in  the  con¬ 
stitution  at  the  earliest  possible  oppor¬ 
tunity.” 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM. 

The  following  resolution  was  forwarded 
to  the  Federal  Parliamentary  Labor 
party  for  consideration: 

“Publicity  of  all  laws,  regulations 
and  work  of  Parliament  and  depart¬ 
ments  by  the  issue  of  one  publication, 
either  weekly,  bi-weekly  or  daily,  in 
place  of  the  numerous  reports,  gazettes 
and  magazines  now  issued;  arrange¬ 
ments  to  be  made  for  the  widespread 
circulation  of  such  publication  to  all 
classes  of  people.” 

NEXT  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  Gill  moved: — 

“That  the  Interstate  Executive  be  in¬ 
structed  to  make  immediate  arrange¬ 
ments  for  the  holding  of  an  Interstate 
Conference  in  Western  Australia  about 
June,  1917.” 

Mr.  Gill  stated  that,  in  view  of  the 
existing  political  position  in  Western 
Australa,  it.  was  desirable  that  the 
Executive  should  set  to  work  and  make 
the  necessary  arrangements  for  the  hold¬ 
ing  of  the  next  triennial  Conference 
there.  Personally,  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  if  the  Conference  could 
be  held  earlier,  but  they  could  hardly  go 
past  the  resolution  of  the  Conference  in 
Adelaide,  which  had  laid  it  down  that  the 
next  Conference  should  not  meet  earlier 
than  two  or  later  than  four  years. 

Mr.  Dwyer-Gray  seconded  the  motion, 
which  was  carried. 

ARBITRATION  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  Gibson  moved:— 

“That  this  Conference  affirms  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  the  immediate  amendment 
of  the  Commonwealth  Arbitration  Act 
to  provide  for  the  question  of  the 
existence  or  non-existence  of  an  indus¬ 
trial  dispute  extending  beyond  the 
boundaries  of  one  State  being  decided 
in  equity  and  good  conscience  apart 
from  the  strict  rules  of  High  Court 
evidence.” 


Mr.  Gibson  stated  that  in  spite  of  tne- 
definite  language  of  the  Act,  the  engine- 
drivers  had  been  met  with  opposition, 
from  employers,  who  had  raised  legal 
points  as  to  unconstitutionality.  That 
issue  had  had  to  be  fought  by  them. 
Thus  they  had  to  prove  the  existence? 
of  a  dispute  under  the  strict  rules  of 
the  High  Court,  which  had  the  effect  of 
utterly  breaking  down  the  system  of  col¬ 
lective  bargaining.  As  things  stood,  it 
meant  that  a  strike  had  actually  to  take 
place  before  an  Interstate  dispute  could 
be  established  .  The  desire  on  the  part  of 
his  organisation  was  for  constitutional 
methods,  and  a  short  amending  bill  could 
obviate  all  the  present  difficulties  by  lay¬ 
ing  down  that  in  the  hearing  and  deter¬ 
mination  of  any  question  submitted  to 
the  High  Court  under  the  section,  the 
justice  should  act  according  to  equity 
and  good  conscience,  and  the  substantial 
merits  of  the  case  without  regard  to 
technicalities  or  legal  forms.  The  Jus¬ 
tice  should  not  be  bound  in  such  cases 
to  any  strict  rules  of  evidence,-  but  in¬ 
form  his  mind  on  a  question  in  such 
manner  deemed  by  him  fit. 

Mr.  Hill  seconded  the  motion,  which 
was  carried. 

FIELD  PUNISHMENT  IN  THE  ARMY. 

Mr.  Mutch  moved: — 

“That  this  Conference  protests  against 
the  infliction  of  the  barbarous  punishment 
known  as  field  punishment  No.  1,  or 
“crucifixion,”  upon  our  Australian  sol¬ 
diers,  and  calls  ppon  the  Federal 
Government  to  make  a  full  inquiry  into 
this  matter,  meanwhile  insisting  on  its- 
immediate  cessation.  Further,  that 
the  foregoing  be  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  leader  of  the  Labor 
party  in  the  Senate,  with  a  request  that 
he  move  for  a  select  committee  of  in¬ 
quiry  thereon.” 

Mr.  Mutch  said  that,  according  to  a  re¬ 
port  in  the  Sydney  “Sun”  of  October  10' 
last,  a  soldier  made  this  statement:— 
“Distinct  failure  to  salute  an  officer 
means  90  days’  field  punishment  No.  1; 
that  is,  a  man  is  secured  to  a  triangle 
for  a,n  hour  four  times  a  day.  Drunken¬ 
ness  is  punished  with  28  days'  F.P.  No.  1. 
Leaving  one’s  post  in  the  front  line  of 
trenches  (even  for  purposes  of  nature) 
without  authority  means  death,  which 
has  been  inflicted  in  more  than  one  case.” 
He  considered  if  there  was  anything 
likely  to  prejudice  recruiting  it  was  bar¬ 
barous  treatment  of  this  kind,  a.nd  the 
least  they  could  do  was  to-  draw  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  authorities  to  such  mat¬ 
ters,  and  have  them  withdrawn.  What 
may  happen  to  a  soldier  who  exceeds  the 
speed  limit  in  France  was  shown  in  a  re¬ 
port  in  the  “News  of  the  World”  of 
August  6.  A  driver  named  Graham, 
serving  with  the  30th  Division  in  France, 
who  slightly  exceeded  the  speed  limit,. 
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was  awarded  90  days’  field  punishment, 
•entailing-  being  strapped  to  a  waggon  in 
full  view  of  the  troops  for  two  hours  a 
day,  and  also  the  loss  to  the  man’s  wife 
of  his  allotment.  Mr.  Forster,  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office, 
when  answering  Mr.  Wason,  M.P.,  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  intimated  that  the 
court-martial  was  quite  within  its  rights 
in  awarding  the  punishment,  and  there 
was  no  power  to  take  disciplinary  action 
against  the  court-martial.  Strict  regu¬ 
lations  had  been  laid  down  in  France  to 
prevent  reckless  driving,  the  authorities 
there  having  their  attention  called  to  a 
number  of  cases  where  children  had  been 
injured  owing  to  this  cause.  The  regu¬ 
lation,  Mr.  Forster  said,  must  be  main¬ 
tained,  and  infringements  would  be 
severely  punished,  as  in  the  case  quoted. 

Mr.  Dunstan  seconded  the  motion, 
which  was  carried. 

MANAGEMENT  OF  THE  ARMY. 

Mr.  Hill  moved:— 

“That,  in  view  of  the  enormous  ex¬ 
penditure  and  the .  most  unsatisfactory 
and  inconsistent  reports  that  the  Aus¬ 
tralian  people  are  receiving  concerning 
the  Australian  Army,  this  Conference 
urges  the  Federal  Labor  members  in 
the  Senate  to  move  for  a  Board  or  Com¬ 
mission  of  Inquiry  into  the  management 
of  the  Army.” 

Mr.  Butterfield  seconded  the  motion, 
which  was  carried. 

EMPLOYMENT  AND  BENEFITS  TO 
RETURNED  SOLDIERS. 

Mr.  Rae  moved: — 

‘That  Conference  affirms  that  (a) 
every  person  who  makes  any  induce¬ 
ment  to  another  to  become  a  soldier, 
whether  by  way  of  direct  remuneration, 
allowance  or  guarantee  of  employment, 
shall  register  such  undertaking  at  the 
office  of  an  authority  to  be  constituted; 
(b)  provision  shall  be  made  for  the 
honoring  of  such  undertakings,  with 
penalties  for  non-observance;  (c)  an 
authority  shall  be  constituted  to  ad¬ 
minister  this  act,  to  safeguard  the  in¬ 
terests  of  returned  soldiers  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith,  and  to  decide  all  dis¬ 
putes  arising  thereunder;  and  (d)  im¬ 
provement  in  the  general  conditions  of 
Australian  soldiers  on  active  service, 
including  better  provision  for  incapaci¬ 
tated  soldiers  a.nd  the  dependents  of 
soldiers.” 

Mr.  Blakeley,  in  seconding  the  motion, 
-stated  that  men  who  had  gone  away  from 
pastoral  stations  with  handshakes  from 
the  boss  had  not  been  on  the  water  very 
long  before  Chinese  were  put  in  their 
positions.  A  soldier  came  back  from  the 
front  with  one  leg  off,  and  found  a  Chow 
in  his  place.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
some  of  the  institutions  which  had  -taken 
up  patriotic  attitudes  would  discontinue 


making  up  the  salary  amounts  they  were 
supposed  to  put  up.  Girls  and  women 
were  being  introduced  into  business 
houses,  and  were  receiving  much  lower 
wages  than  had  been  paid  to  men  who 
previously  had  the  posts.  There  was 
much  need  for  an  authority  such  as  the 
proposal  outlined. 

The  motion  was  carried. 

PARTY  PROPOSALS. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Scullin,  seconded 
by  Mr.  Dwyer-Gray,  it  was  resolved  to 
refer  the  following  to  the  Australian 
Political  Labor  Executive: — 

Special  meetings  of  the  party  may  be 
convened  by  requisition  to  the  secre¬ 
tary. 

(1)  If  Parliament  is  sitting,  by  12 
members. 

(2)  If  Parliament  is  not  sitting,  by 
one-third  of  the  members. 

(3)  In  each  case  sufficient  notice  shall 
be  given  to  provide  for  the  meetings 

.  being  convened. 

Ministers  and  officers  of  the  Federal 
Parliamentary  Labor  party  shall  be 
elected  by  exhaustive  ballot,  and  port¬ 
folios  allocated  by  the  Caucus  at  a  duly 
constituted  meeting. 

Every  Labor  Minister  or  officer,  or 
member  of  any  committte  of  the  party, 
shall  exercise  his  own  judgment  and 
vote  in  Caucus  meetings,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  that  a  Cabinet  or  any  committee 
shall  have  arrived  at  a  majority  de¬ 
cision.  No  action  of  any  kind  whatsoever 
will  be  taken  to  interfere  with  the  free¬ 
dom  of  a  minority  of  a  Cabinet  or  any 
committee  in  the  Caucus  meetings  of  the 
party. 

All  business  arising  at  party  Caucus 
meetings  shall  be  decided  by  each  mem¬ 
ber  exercising  his  own  unfettered  judg¬ 
ment  by  speech  and  vote. 

(a.)  Provision  shall  be  made  for  pri¬ 
vate  members  to  initiate  and  complete 
public  business,  including  legislation. 

(b)  Simplification  of  Parliamentary 
procedure  and  Standing  Orders  to  ex¬ 
pedite  public  business. 

NATIONAL  BANKING  MONOPOLY. 

Mr.  Larcombe  moved: — 

“That  it  be  a  recommendation  to  the 
next  Federal  Conference  to  add  the  fol¬ 
lowing  to  the  Federal  Labor  platform — 
‘National  Banking  Monopoly.’  ” 

Mr.  Rae  seconded  the  motion,  which 
was  carried. 

ABOLITION  OF  LEGISLATIVE  COUN¬ 
CILS  AND  STATE  GOVERNORS. 

Mr.  Dwyer-Gray  moved: — 

“That  this  Conference  requests  the 
Australian  Federal  Parliamentary  party 
to  introduce  a  Bill,  as  approved  by  the 
Adelaide  Conference,  authorising  a 
reference  to  the  people  at  the  general 
elections  of  the  proposal  to  change  the 
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Constitution  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
give  the  Commonwealth  Parliament 
power  to  abolish  Legislative  Councils 
and  State  Governors.” 

Mr.  Dwyer- Gray  stated  that  Mr. 
Hughes  had  some  time  ago  promised  to 
give  these  questions  most  earnest  con¬ 
sideration,  and  Mr.  Hughes  was  himself 
a  member  of  the  Conference  which 
agreed  to  this  proposition.  Nothing  had 
been  done  in  the  matter,  but  they  should 
keep  it  moving. 

Mr.  Lutey  seconded,  and  said  that  Mr. 
Hughes  had  assured  them  that  this  pro¬ 
position  would  be  gone  on  with.  Con¬ 
ference  should  re-affirm  it,  and  show  de¬ 
termination  to  have  it  proceeded  with. 
The  motion  was  carried. 

ADULT  SUFFFRAGE  IN  CONSTITU¬ 
TION. 

Mr.  Grealey  moved:— 

‘‘That  this  Conference  urge  the  Par¬ 
liamentary  party  to  introduce  a  Bill 
for  a  Referendum  to  amend  the  Con- 
titution  to  include  adult  suffrage  as 
part  of  the  Commonwealth  Constitu¬ 
tion.” 

Mr.  Grealey  said  that  there  were  many 
people- who  thought  that  no  Government 
would  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  adult 
suffrage  in  the  Federal  Parliament.  Adult 
suffrage  should,  however,  be  part  of  the 
Constitution,  for  there  was  no  saying 
when  a  Tory  Ministry  might  seek  to  im¬ 
pose  a  property  qualification  for  the 
Senate,-  in  which  case  democracy  would 
be  threatened.  In  any  case,  the  present 
franchise  should  not  be  endangered 
because  of  inactivity,  and  the  adult  suf¬ 
frage  should  be  made  part  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution  and  not  merely  an  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament,  alterable  at  the  will  of  Govern¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  McNeill  seconded  the  motion.  There 
were  people,  he  said,  who  believed  that 
adult  suffrage  was  now  part  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution.  It  should  be,  and  until  that 
were  so  democracy  was  not  safe. 

Mr.  Rae  moved  as  an  amendment:-^ 

‘‘That  this  Conference  urges  the 
Federal  Parliamentary  party  to  in¬ 
troduce  a  Bill  for  a  Referendum  to 
amend  the  Constitution  to  include  adult 
suffrage  as  part  of  the  Constitution  for 
the  election  of  members  of  both  Houses 
of  the  Federal  Parliament,  State  Par¬ 
liaments  and  all  elective  local  govern¬ 
ing  bodies.” 

Mr.  Larcombe  seconded  the  amend¬ 
ment,  which  was  carried. 


POSITION  OF  PRIME  MINISTER. 

Mr.  Mutch  moved: — 

“That  only  persons  born  within  the- 
Commonwealth  or  its  dependencies  shall: 
be  eligible  for  the  position  of  Prime 
Minister.” 

Mr.  Mutch  considered  that  Australia 
should  follow  the  American  plan  and 
insist  on  only  the  native-born  citizen, 
having  the  highest  post  in  the  land.  They 
would  never  get  the  true  spirit  of  Aus¬ 
tralia  if  they  were  content  to  be  governed 
by  those  who  were  foreign  to  the  aspira¬ 
tions  of  the  democracy. 

Mr.  Gill  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Larcombe  said  he  was  strongly  op¬ 
posed  to  the  motion,  because  he  had  al¬ 
ways  thought  the  Labor  movement  broad 
and  world-wide  in  its  outlook.  Some  of 
the  soundest  men  who  had  guided  the 
destinies  of  Australia  had  come  across 
the  seas.  Andrew  Fisher,  the  greatest 
Prime  Minister  they  had  had,  was  not  an 
Australian-born,  and  he  felt  sure  that 
the  bulk  of  Australians  at  any  rate 
would  view  this  proposal  as  a  most  odious: 
principle. 

Mr.  Blakeley  thought  that  Australia 
should  give  its  highest  positions  to  Aus¬ 
tralians.  He  moved  as  an  amendment 
to  add  the  words — 

“And  that  the  Prime  Minister  shall 
not  leave  Australia  in  the  term  of  his 
office.” 

Mr.  Stewart  opposed  the  motion  as  a 
most  undemocratic  proposition. 

Mr.  Carey  was  against  the  motion 
because  he  was  proud  of  the  manner  in 
which  Australia  had  held  aloft  the  torch 
of  democracy  to  the  world.  Labor  said, 
“The  unity  of  Labor  is  the  hope  of  the 
world,”  yet  here  was  a  proposal  to  shut 
out  anyone  who  did  not  happen  to  be 
born  here.  Labor  was  built  on  prin¬ 
ciples  and  not  mere  nationality.  Any 
man  worthy  of  a  vote  should  have  the 
right  to  the  highest  honors  of  the  land. 
The  motion  was  defeated. 

REFERRED  TO  EXECUTIVE. 

On  the  motion  of  Messrs.  Dwyer-Gray 
and  McCa.llum,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
following  resolutions  should  be  referred 
to  the  Australian  Political  Labor  Execu¬ 
tive: — 

“That  the  Australian  Political  Labor 
Executive  be  empowered  to  appoint  a 
representative  who  may  attend  all 
meetings  of  the  Federal  Labor  Caucus, 
and  supply  confidential  reports  to  the 
Central  Executive  of  each  State.” 

“That  the  Federal  Parliamentary 
Labor  party  should  furnish  to  the  Aus¬ 
tralian  Political  Labor  Executive  a 
precis  of  general  business  done  at 
each  Caucus  meeting.” 

Conference  adjourned  at  5.30  p.m. 
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FIFTH  (Concluding)  DAY 

Conference  re-assembled  on  Friday, 
December  8,  at  10  a.m.  President  Hollo¬ 
way  in  the  chair. 

The  recommendation  of  the  Agenda 
•Committee,  that  a  number  of  resolutions 
on  the  business  paper  be  discharged,  was 
agreed  to. 

MILITARY  OATH  OF  ALLEGIANCE. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Rae,  seconded  by 
Mr.  Baker,  the  following  resolutions 
were  carried: — 

“That  the  doubtful  wording  of  the 
present  oath  of  military  allegiance, 
which  apparently  might  compel  a  citi¬ 
zen  soldier  to  fight  for  the  King  any¬ 
where,  be  made  clear  on  that  point.” 

COMPOSITION  OF  COURTS-MARTIAL. 

That  the  Defence  Act  be  amended  to 
provide — 

“That  Australians  serving  abroad, 
when  charged  with  offences,  should  only 
be  tried  by  courts  martial  composed  cf 
Australians,  and  that  at  lease  one-half 
of  the  court  be  composed  of  men  of 
the  same  rank  as  the  person  charged.” 

DELEGATION  TO  WESTERN 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  Hill  moved: — 

“That  a  delegation  of  three  members 
of  this  Conference  be  sent  to  Western 
Australia  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
the  three  remaining  Wesetrn  Australian 
delegates  to  explain  the  attitude  of  the 
eastern  States  on  the  question  of  con¬ 
scription.” 

Mr.  Larcombe,  in  seconding,  said  that 
he  agreed  with  the  idea  in  the  resolution, 
but  considered  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  question  in  the  hands  of  the 
Federal  Executive. 

Senator  O’Keefe  thought  that  the  best 
time  for  such  a  delegation  to  visit  W.A. 
would  be  when  the  Annual  State  Confer¬ 
ence  was  in  progress. 

Mr.  McCallum  suggested  that  it  might 
be  well  if  it  were  made  clear  in  the  reso-* 
lution  that  the  delegation  would  be  sent 
if  desired  by  the  A.L.F.  of  Western  Aus¬ 
tralia. 

By  Teave  of  Conference,  Mr.  .Hill 
amended  his  resolution  to  read: — 

“That  the  matter  of  appointing  a  dele¬ 
gation  to  be  sent  to  Western  Australia 
to  explain  the  attitude  of  the  eastern 
States  on  the  political  situation  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Federal  Executive,  with 
power  to  send  delegates  if  desired  by 


the  Western  Australian  Labor  Federa¬ 
tion.” 

Mr.  Butterfield  said  that  the  motion 
ought  not  merely  to  relate  to  Western 
Australia,  but  South  Australia  should 
also  be  embraced.  In  his  opinion  the 
matter  should  be  referred  to  the  A.L.P. 
in  the  Federal  Parliament,  so  as  to  try 
and  allocate  the  work  of  organisation 
throughout  the  Commonwealth. 

Mr.  Dwyer-Gray  moved  as  an  amend¬ 
ment: — 

“That  the  delegation  shall  consist  of 
one  representative  from  each  State 
elected  by  their  Labor  organisations.” 

Mr.  Cavanagh  seconded  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McNeill  stated  that,  if  a  request 
came  from  Western  Australia  for  a  dele¬ 
gation  to  visit  that  State,  any  delegation 
so  sent  should  concentrate  on  what 
might  be  considered  the  wea.k  places, 
from  a  Labor  point  of  view.  Further¬ 
more,  if  W.A.  funds  would  not  permit  of 
the  payment  of  a  special  organiser,  the 
eastern  States  should  assist  in  having 
this  done  if  it  were  deemed  essential. 

Mr.  Lutey  said  that  it  would  be  better 
to  leave  the  question  to  be  handled  by 
the  Federal  Executive,  the  members  of 
which  would  know  how  and  when  to  act 
in  the  event  of  W.A,  desiring  a  delega¬ 
tion. 

The  amendment  was  defeated,  and  the 
amended  motion,  as  submitted  by  Mr. 
Hill,  was  carried. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Carey,  it  was 
agreed: — 

“That  the  Federal  Executive  have 
power,  if  considered  necessary,  to  ap¬ 
point  an  organiser  for  Western  Austra¬ 
lia,  representing  the  Australian  Labor 
party.” 

ISSUE  OF  PROCLAMATION. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Dwyer-Gray, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Scullin  it  was  agreed: — 

“That  no  proclamation  shall  be  issued 
under  any  Defence  Act  for  mobilisation 
or  compulsory  training  without  an  ex¬ 
press  resolution  of  both  branches  of  the 
Legislature  approving  such  proclama¬ 
tion,  except  in  case  of  invasion  or  ap¬ 
prehended  invasion.” 

THE  I.W.W. 

On  the  motion  of  Senator  O’Keefe, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Bailey,  it  was  agreed: — 

“That  this  Conference  of  the  Austra¬ 
lian  Labor  party  emphatically  p?-otests 
against  the  unscrupulous  attempts  made 
by  W.  M.  Hughes  and  other  conscrip- 
tionists  to  associate  the  Labor  party 
with  the  methods  and  members  of  the 
I.W.W.” 


MINIMISING  POLITICAL  CORRUP¬ 
TION. 
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ELECTORAL  ACT  AMENDMENTS, 


Mr.  Mutch  moved: — 

“That,  in  order  to  minimise  political 
corruption,  it  shall  be  enacted  that  no 
Minister  or  member  of  Parliament  shall, 
if  he  resigns  such  position,  be  eligible 
for  appointment  to  any  office  of  pro¬ 
fit  under  the  Crown  for  the  period  of 
one  year  after  such  resignation  has 
taken  effect;  provided  that  this  shall 
not  apply  where  such  proposed  appoint¬ 
ment  has  been  first  approved  by  resolu¬ 
tion  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
affirmed  by  two-thirds  of  the  total 
membership  of  each  House.” 

Mr.  Mutch  said  that  something  should 
be  done  to  stop  the  practices  which  had 
been  in  existence  in  New  South  Wales, 
where  the  life  of  the  Parliament 
had  been  proposed  to  be  extended 
without  any  reference  to  the  people 
whatever.  Appointments  had  been 
made  of  politicians  to  paid  positions  in 
circumstances  which  smacked  of  Tam¬ 
many  tactics.  The  motion  now  proposed 
sought  to  place  future  appointments  on 
a  proper  footing  before  the  eyes  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  Rae,  in  seconding  the  motion,  said 
that  in  New  South  Wales  parties  had 
come  together  to  prolong  the  life  of  Par¬ 
liament,  given  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  the  option  over  the  Agent-General¬ 
ship  in  London,  appointed  one  Minister  to 
a  Railway  Commissionership  and  another 
to  a  railway  inspectorship,  and  had  fixed 
things  up  in  a  manner  which  warranted 
the  severest  condemnation.  The  motion 
outlined  a  remedy  for  such  happenings. 
The  motion  was  carried. 

CIVIL  RIGHTS. 

On  the  motion  of  Messrs.  Rae  and 
Mutch,  it  was  agreed: — 

“That,  except  in  times  of  actual  in¬ 
vasion  of  the  Commonwealth,  every 
person  convicted  by  court  martial  of 
any  offence  shall  have  the  right  to  ap¬ 
peal  to  a  civil  tribunal,  and  that  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  citizen  forces  shall  main¬ 
tain  their  full  citizen  rights,  including 
freedom  of  speech  and  the  right  to 
write  to  the  press.” 

INITIATIVE  AND  REFERENDUM. 

On  the  motion  of  Messrs.  Dwyer-Gray 
and  Lutey,  it.  wras  agreed: — 

“That  this  Conference  urges  the 
Federal  Parliamentary  party  to  intro¬ 
duce  a  Bill  at  the  earliest  opportunity 
to  establish  the  Initiative  and  Referen¬ 
dum  immediately  in  the  Federal  sphere, 
thus  granting  the  people  a  chance  of 
direct  power  in  Federal  legislation.” 


That  this  Conference  calls,  on  the- 
Federal  Labor  party  to  introduce  an 
amending  Electoral  Bill,  embodying: — 

(1)  The  whole  of  the  electoral  amend¬ 
ments  approved  by  the  Adelaide 
Conference; 

(2)  A  system  of  compulsory  voting; 

(3)  A  system  of  absent  voting  for 
Australian  citizens  engaged  on 
active  service  at  the  front; 

(4)  The  qualification  of  State  mem¬ 
bers  for  nomination  and  election  to 
Federal  seats  without  prior  resig¬ 
nation  of  Sta.te  seats. 

NOT  SUBJECTS  FOR  REFERENDUM. 

On  the  motion  of  Messrs.  Demaine  and 
Carey,  it  was  agreed: — 

“That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion 
that  the  disposal  of  life  or  the"question 
of  religion  being  sacred  to  the  in¬ 
dividual,  it  cannot  be  submitted  tu 
Referendum.” 

SENTENCES  ON  SOLDIERS. 

Mr.  Mutch  moved: — 

“That  this  Conference  views  with  in¬ 
dignation  the  savage  sentences  imposed 
by  court  martial  upon  Australian  sol¬ 
diers,  and  we  direct  the  attention  of  the 
members  of  the  Federal  Parliamentary 
Labor  party  to  this  tyranny,  and  ask 
them  to  use  their  best  efforts  to  secure 
the  release  of  the  soldiers  now  in  Goul- 
burn  and  other  gaols.” 

Mr.  Mutch  said  that  he  had  particulars 
of  a  number  of  cases  which  Mr.  Stuart 
Robertson,  M.L.A.,  had  inquired  into,  and 
which  Senator  Grant  and  Mi;.  Maliony, 
M.H.R.,  had  endeavored  to  have  re¬ 
dressed.  As  far  back  as  June,  1916,  the 
facts  which  he  would  quote  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Minister 
of  Defence  (Senator  Pearce);  but,  though 
six  months  had  elapsed,  nothing  had  been 
done  for  the  men  who  had  been  so 
savagely  treated.  Senator  Pearce’s  answer 
had  been  that  he  had  sent  for  the  papers 
and  nothing  could  be  done  until  he  was 
in  possession  of  them. 

Continuing,  Mr.  Mutch  gave  the  follow¬ 
ing  short  summary  of  the  charges  made 
against  Australian  soldiers  at  a  court 
martial  in  Egypt,  and  the  sentences 
passed  on  them. 

PRIVATE  R.  BERNBERG,  No.  1134,  D. 
Co.,  17th  Batt.,  5th  Inf.  Bde. 

Charge. — Absent  without  leave  a.nd  in¬ 
subordinate  language  to  a  non-commis¬ 
sioned  officer. 

Sentence. — Three  years’  penal  servitude. 
This  was  Bernberg’s  first  offence. 

PRIVATE  W.  J.  CLINTON,  No.  1517,  C. 
Co.,  19th  Batt.  5th  Bde. 

Charge. — Disobeying  an  order,  obscene 
language,  and  escaping  from  custody. 
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Sentence. — Five  years’  penal  servitude. 

Facts  of  Case. — Clinton  states  he  was 
ordered  to  have  a  shave,  but  he  explained 
he  had  no  ra-zor,  whereupon  he  was  sworn 
at  by  his  officer.  Upon  retorting-  with  a 
similar  oath,  Clinton  was  arrested  and 
put  into  the  guard  tent,  from  which  he 
•escaped. 

PRIVATE  H.  J.  DALTON,  No.  329,  B. 
Co.,  20th  Ba.tt.,  5th  Inf.  Bde. 

PRIVATE  J.  QUILL,  No.  649,  B.  Co., 
20th  Batt.,  5th  Inf.  Bde. 

PRIVATE  R.  G.  FOUNTAIN,  No.  751, 
B.  Co.,  20th  Batt,  5th  Inf.,  Bde. 

Charge. — Disobeying  an  order. 

Sentence. — Three  years’  penal  servitude. 

Facts  of  Case. — These  three  young  men 
were  sent  out  into  the  desert  in  Egypt  to 
help  in  the  construction  of  a  railway  line. 
They  requested  a.  drink  of  water  before 
starting  to  shovel  sand;  were  refused, 
whereupon  they  refused  to  work  without 
water.  Were  arrested  and  tried  by 
court  martial  for  disobeying  an  order.  It 
was  their  first  offence. 

PRIVATE  F.  EVANS,  No.  1925,  D.  Co., 
18th  Batt.,  5th  Bde. 

Charge. — Insubordinate  language.  First 
•offence. 

Sentence. — Twelve  months’  hard  labor. 

Facts  of  Case. — The  meni  were  on  short 
rations.  The  non-com.  spoke  sharply  to 
Evans,  and  Evans  retorted  in  the  same 
tone. 

PRIVATE  JAMES  FENWICK,  No.  1191, 
D.  Co.,  17th  Batt.,  A.I.F. 

Charge. — Absent  without  lea.ve  on  Sun¬ 
day.  First  offence. 

Sentence. — Six  months’  hard  labor. 

PRIVATE  ARTHUR  HENBURY,  No. 
1435,  13th  Batt.,  A.I.F. 

Charge. — Absent  without  leave,  drunken¬ 
ness,  and  breaking  custody. 

Sentence. — Two  years’  penal  servitude. 

Facts  of  Case. — Henbury  was  mention¬ 
ed  in  despatches  for  conspicuous  bravery 
whilst  serving  on  Gallipoli.  Bears  a 
splendid  record  as  a  soldier.  It  was  his 
first  offence.  He  has  a  wife  and  chil¬ 
dren  in  England  without  support,  as,  im¬ 
mediately  upon  his  imprisonment  in  New 
South  Wales,  his  wife’s  military  allow¬ 
ance  ceased. 

PRIVATE  JOHN  JAMIESON,  No. 
1729,  20th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

Charge. — Drunkenness  and  using  in¬ 
subordinate  language  to  Sergeant  Hol¬ 
man.  First  offence. 

Sentence. — Eighteen  months’  hard  labor. 

Facts  of  Case. — Record  as  a  soldier  and 
R.N.R.  good.  Was  in  the  Lone  Pine 
charge  as  a  volunteer,  his  Coy.  being  in 
Egypt.  He  was  amongst  the  last  to 
leave  the  Peninsular  on  the  final  day  of 


the  evacuation,  being  chosen  as  a  bomb- 
thrower.  Jamieson  has  a  wife  and  five 
children  under  twelve  years  of  age.  The 
wife’s  military  allowance  ceased  from 
June  1. 

CORPORAL  S.  P.  MURRAY,  No.  615,  A. 
Co.,  20th  Batt.,  5th  .Inf.  Bde. 

Charge. — Striking  another  N.C.O.  First 
offence. 

Sentence. — Twelve  months’  hard  labor. 

Facts  of  Case. — Murray’s  record  as  a 
soldier  is  good.  Whilst  at  Gallipoli  he 
suffered  from  concussion.  At  trial  was 
refused  “Prisoner’s  Friend”  defence. 

PRIVATE  J.  PHILLIPS,  No.  2068,  B. 
Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

Charge. — Disobedience. 

Sentence. — Three  years’  hard  labor. 

Facts  of  Case. — Phillips  was  ordered  to 
fall  into  line.  Was  unable  to  do  so 
owing  to  bad  foot. 

PRIVATE  F.  PURKISS,  No.  1235,  1st 
Batt.,  A.I.F. 

Charge. — Leaving  trench  without  per¬ 
mission. 

Sentence. — Three  years’  penal  servitude. 

Record  as  a  soldier  good. 

PRIVATE  T.  C.  SMITH,  No.  663.  19th 
Batt.,  A.I.F. 

Charge. — Threatening  a.  superior  officer 
and  abusive  language. 

Sentence. — Four  years’  penal  servitude. 

Facts  of  Case. — Smith  states  that  at  the 
lunch  halt  he  went  into  town  for  lunch, 
where  he  had  drink.  He  returned  to 
the  halting  place  after  the  Coy.  had  gone, 
but  could  not,  owing  tq  having  a  bad 
foot.  He  then  hired  a  conveyance,  and 
by  this  means  reached  the  regiment. 
Three  days  later  was  charged  as  stated. 
Admits  being  under  the  influence  of 
liquor.  First  offence. 

CORPORAL  J.  A.  WALKER,  No.  1111, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

PRIVATE  C.  R.  YEADON,  No  1017, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

PRIVATE  E.  J.  KING,  No.  1612, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

PRIVATE  P.  HILL,  No.  877, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

PRIVATE  A.  G.  ANDERSON,  No.  1501, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

PRIVATE  M.  G.  ALCOCK,  No.  1651, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

PRIVATE  T.  ROWLAND,  No.  1753, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,- A.I.F. 

PRIVATE  W.  FLETCHER,  No.  854, 
C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde.,  A.I.F. 

Charges. — (a)  Joining  in  a  meeting; 
(b)  disobedience  of  an  order. 

Sentences. — Corporal  Walker,  three 
years’  penal  servitude;  Privates  Yeadon, 
King,  Hill,  Anderson  and  Alcock,  18 
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months’  hard  labor;  Rowland  and 
Fletcher,  12  months’  hard  labor. 

Facts  of  Case. — The  following-  is  a  true 
•copy  of  a  statement  signed  by  Yeadon, 
Alcock,  King,  Anderson,  Rowland,  Hill 
and  Walker:— 

“Sir, — We,  the  seven  undersigned  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  C.  Co.,  19th  Batt.,  5th  Bde., 
A.I.F.,  beg  to  draw  your  attention  to  our 
.case,  and  to  record  an  appeal  against  the 
severity  and  injustice  of  our  sentences. 
The  charges  laid  against  us  were: — (1) 
.Joining  in  a  meeting;  (2)  disobedience  of 
an  order.  The  circumstances  are  as 
follows: — 

“On  Thursday,  February  3,  1916,  we 
arrived  at  Katoomba  Post  about  4  p.m., 
after  a  10-mile  march  across  the  desert, 
carrying  full  equipment  and  ammunition. 
.Shortly  after  our  arrival  we  were  issued 
with  four  and  one-half .  biscuits  per  man, 
and  were  instructed  that  this  was  our 
bread  allowance  for  four  meals.  By 
dinner  time  next  day  the  bread  allow¬ 
ance  was  finished,  and  our  dinner  con¬ 
sisted  solely  of  a  slice  of  bacon  per  man— 
a  few  lucky  ones  getting  tea.  The  whole 
company  being  dissatisfied,  desired  to 
make  their  complaint  to  the  orderly 
■officer  of  the  day,  but  he  did  not  come 
round  the  lines,  as  was  customary.  Next, 
we  asked  our  tent  commander,  Corporal 
Walker,  to  be  paraded  to  the  O.C.,  and 
he  approached  the  company  orderly 
sergeant,  who  refused  to  parade  him.  As 
all  our  efforts  to  make  our  complaint  were 
futile,  the  whole  company  fell  in  on 
afternoon  parade  without  packs,  hoping 
by  this  means  to  draw  our  officer’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  our  grievance,  and  being  quite 
willing  to  put  our  packs  on  afterwards. 
When  our  O.C.  came  on  parade,  instead 
of  making  inquiries,  as  we  had  hoped,  he 
ordered  the  company  to  fall  out  and  put 
their  packs  on.  No  one  in  the  company 
complied  with  this  order.  He  then  ad¬ 
dressed  two  men  individually,  and  had 
them  immediately  arrested.  Then  our 
corporal  was  arrested;  and,  although  he 
tried  to  explain  the  company’s  behavior, 
he  was  immediately  silenced.  Following 
this,  after  much  persuasion  from  all  the 
officers  in  the  company,  the  remainder 
fell  out  to  put  their  packs  on.  Before 
going  to  put  our  packs  on,  five  of  us  ap¬ 
proached  our  O.C.,  Major  Norrie,  and 
asked  him  if  he  would  give  the  three 
men  under  arrest  the  same  privileges  that 
he  had  given  us,  namely,  a  second  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  put  their  packs  on.  He  replied 
that  the  two  privates  could  have  another 
chance,  but  not  the  corporal.  As  we 
could  not  honorably  leave  the  corporal  to 
bear  the  entire  blame  of  a  matter  in  which 
the  whole  company  was  interested,  we 
decided  to  share  any  censure  that  his 
action  might  entail,  just  as  we 
and  the  rest  of  the  company 
would  have  been  willing  to  share 
any  beneficial  result  of  the  protest. 


Consequently,  we  were  placed  in  the 
guard  tent,  and  after  a.  fortnight  were 
court-martialled  and  received  the  fol¬ 
lowing  sentences:— 


“No.  1111,  Corporal  J.  A.  Walker,  three 
years’  penal  servitude. 


“No.  1017,  Private  C.  R.  Yeadon, 
months’  hard  labor. 

18 

“No.  1612,  Private 
months’  hard  labor. 

E.  J.  King, 

18 

“No.  877,  Private 
months’  hard  labor. 

P.  Hill, 

18 

No.  1501,  Private  A. 
months’  hard  labor. 

G.  Anderson, 

18 

“No.  1651,  Private  , 
months’  hard  labor. 

M.  G.  Alcock, 

18 

“No.  1753,  Private 
months’  hard  labor. 

T.  Rowland, 

12 

“No.  854,  Private 

E.  Fletcher, 

12 

months’  hard  labor. 

“The  above  men  have  all  served  with 
the  battalion  from  its  landing  on  Gal¬ 
lipoli  in  August  until  the  final  evacuation, 
and,  with  the  exception  of  two  cases  of 
overstaying  leave,  we  have  all  got  clean 
records  from  the  time  of  our  enilstment 
until  February  4,  1916.  Two  of  the  above 
were  selected  to  stay  on  duty  on  Gal¬ 
lipoli  until  the  post  was  finally  aban¬ 
doned.  We  beg  to  state  that  evidence  as 
to  character  was  given  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  the  president  of  the  court 
by  various  officers  and  N.C.O.'s  of  our 
company.  It  was  also  stated  by  our  O.C. 
that  he  would  have  no  hesitation  in  pick¬ 
ing  any  one  of  the  eight  for  any  special 
or  responsible  duty,  and  that  several  of 
us  had,  for  nine  weeks  prior  to  the 
evacuation  of  Anzac,  been  on  outpost 
nightly  without  any  relief,  which  he  con¬ 
sidered  sufficient  proof  of  our  reliability. 
During  our  trial,  the  president  wished  to 
call  the  orderly  officer  of  the  da.y  of  our 
arrest,  to  whom  we  had  wished  to  make 
our  complaint.  The  prosecutor  was  un¬ 
able  either  to  state  who  had  been  orderly 
officer  of  the  day  of  our  arrest  or  to  find 
any  record  of  him  in  battalion  orders.  It 
also  came  out  in  evidence  that  the 
responsibility  of  issuing  our  allowance  on 
February  3  could  not  be  fixed  on  any 
particular  non-commissioned  officer  in 
the  company. 

“Trusting  that  this  matter  will  receive 
your  earnest  consideration,  as  we  have 
been  in  confinement  since  February  4. 

“We  remain, 

“C.  R.  YEADON. 

“M.  G.  ALCOCK. 

“E.  Y.  KING. 

“A.  G.  ANDERSON. 

“T.  G.  ROWLAND. 

“P.  HILL. 

“J.  A.  WALKER.” 

Mr.  Dwyer-Gray  seconded  the  motion, 
which  was  carried. 
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SOUTH  AUSTRALIAN  REPRESENTA¬ 
TION  ON  EXECUTIVE. 

On  the  motion  of  Messrs.  Stewart  a.nd 
Cavanagh,  it  was  agreed — 

“That,  seeing  the  Conference  has  re¬ 
pudiated  all  those  persons  who  advo¬ 
cated  conscription  during  the  recent 
campaign,  we  suggest  to  the  Council  of 
the  United  Labor  party  of  South  Aus¬ 
tralia  to  immediately  remove  Messrs. 
Anstey  and  Birrell  from  the  Federal 
Executive,  on  the  grounds  that  they  ad¬ 
vocated  and  worked  for  conscription 
right  through  the  campaign." 

It  was  resolved  that  the  South  Austra¬ 
lian  delegates  be  asked  to  appoint  two 
representatives  to  attend  the  meeting  of 
the  Australian  Political  Labor  Executive 
on  December  9. 


CONCLUDING  PROCEEDINGS. 

On  the  motion  of  Messrs.  Dunstan  (Q.> 
and  McCallum  (W.A.),  supported  by 
Messrs.  Hill  (S.A.),  Blakeley  (N.S.W.)> 
and  Senator  Guy  (T.)f  it  was  agreed: — 

“That  the  best  thanks  of  the  visiting 
delegates  be  conveyed  to  the  Political 
Labor  Council  of  Victoria  for  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  the  Executive  had  enter¬ 
tained  delegates.” 

The  resolution  was  suitably  acknow¬ 
ledged  by  the  president  on  beha-lf  of  the 
Central  Executive  of  Victoria. 

Votes  of  thanks  were  passed  to,  and 
acknowledged  by,  the  president  (Mr.  E.  J. 
Holloway),  the  secretary  (Mr.  Arch. 
Stewart)  and  the  minute  secretary  (Mr. 
D.  L.  McNamara). 

With  hearty  cheers  by  delegates  for  the 
Labor  movement,  Conference  concluded  at 
12.30  p.m.  . 


Australian  Labor  Party 


FIGHTING  PLATFORM  AND  GENERAL  PLATFORM  AS  ADOPTED  AT 
CONFERENCE,  ADELAIDE,  JUNE,  1915. 


Objective 

The  cultivation  of  an  Australian  sentiment,  based  upon  the  maintenance  of 
racial  purity,  and  the  development  in  Australia  of  an  enlightened  and  self-reliant 
community. 

The  securing  of  the  full  results  of  their  industry  to  all  producers  by  the 
collective  ownership  of  monopolies  and  the  extension  of  the  industrial  and  economic 
functions  of  the  State  and  Municipality. 

The  prevention  of  war  through  the  settlement  of  international  disputes  by  a 
tribunal  clothed  with  powers  sufficient  to  enforce  its  awards. 

Planks  Made  Law 

The  principles  of  which  we  are  pledged  to  maintain. 

1.  White  Australia. 

2.  Old  Age  and  Invalid  Pensions. 

3.  Graduated  Tax  on  Unimproved  Land  Values. 

4.  Citizen  Defence  Force,  with  compulsory  military  training  and  Aus¬ 

tralian-owned  and  controlled  Navy. 

5.  Commonwealth  Bank. 

6.  Electoral  Reform. 

Fighting  Platform. 

1. 

2. 


3. 


Effective  Federation. 

New  Protection. 

Nationalization  of  Monopolies. 
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4.  Arbitration  Act  Amendment. 

5.  Navigation  Laws. 

6.  Commonwealth  Freight  and  Passenger  Steamers. 

7.  Restriction  of  Public  Borrowing. 

8.  Electoral  Reform. 

9.  National  Assurance. 

10.  Initiative  and  Referendum. 

11.  Abolition  of  the  State  Legislative  Councils. 

12.  Abolition  of  State  Governors. 

\ 

General  Platform 

1.  Maintenance  of  a  White  Australia. 

2.  (a)  Maintenance  of  Graduated  Tax  on  Unimproved  Land  Values  where 
estates  are  over  .£5000  in  value. 

(b)  The  existing-  Land  Tax  be  amended  so  as  to  provide  that  the  graduation 
shall  not  apply  to  the  different  portions  of  the  values  of  large  estates.  That  the 
maximum  of  the  tax  be  not  less  than  is.  in  the  Pound  while  maintaining  the 
present  exemption  of  .£5000. 

3.  Effective  Federation. 

4.  The*  New  Protection. 

5.  Nationalization  of  Monopolies. 

6.  Arbitration  Act  Amendment. 

7.  Navigation  Laws  to  provide — * 

(a)  For  the  protection  of  Australian  shipping  against  unfair  competition. 

(b)  Registration  of  all  vessels  engaged  in  the  coastal  trade. 

(c)  The  efficient  manning  of  vessels. 

(d)  The  proper  supply  of  life-saving  and  other  equipment. 

(e)  The  regulation  of  hours  and  conditions  of  work. 

(f)  Proper  accommodation  for  passengers  and  seamen. 

(g)  Proper  loading  gear  and  inspection  of  same. 

(h)  Compulsory  insurance  of  crews  by  shipowners  against  accident  or 
death. 

8.  Commonwealth  Sugar  Refinery. 

y.  Civil  equality  of  men  and  women. 

10.  Naval  and  military  expenditure  to  be  allotted  from  .proceeds  of  direct 

taxation. 

11.  Initiative  and  Referendum. 

12.  Uniform  laws  of  marriage  and  divorce. 

13.  Widows’  Pensions. 

14.  National  Assurance,  including  Sick,  Accident  and  Life. 

15.  Adult  Suffrage  be  made  part  of  the  Commonwealth  Constitution. 

16.  Amendment  of  Electoral  Act  to  provide  for  Compulsory  Voting. 

17.  Commonwealth  Bank  of  Issue,  Deposit  Exchange  and  Reserve,  with  non¬ 

political  management. 

18.  Commonwealth  Mines  and  Regulations  Acts. 

Federal  Pledge 

I  hereby  pledge  myself  not  to  oppose  the  Candidate  selected  by  the  recognized 
Political  Labor  Organization,  and,  if  elected,  to  do  my  utmost  to  carry  out  the 
principles  embodied  in  the  Australian  Labor  Party’s  Platform,  and  on  all  questions 
affecting  the  Platform  to  vote  as  a  majority  of  the  Parliamentary  Party  may 
decide  at  a  duly  constituted  caucus  meeting. 


Printed  by  J.  Ashton.  “Labor  Call,”  Patrick  Street,  Melbourne 


